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ABSTRACT
Information is presented on the total number of

faculty in four of the major humanities disciplinei, on their gender
and racial/ethnic composition, and 'on their level of education and
tenure status. The following four core disciplines were assessed:
English, history, modern languages, and philosophy. Of the 693
originally surveyed institutions of the Higher Education Panel,

,usable responses were received from 562 institutions: Data from
responding institutions were statistically adjusted to represent the
eligible national population of 2,447 universities, four-year
colleges, and two-year colleges. Among the findings are the
following: as of fall 1979, more than 2,400 institutions had
approximately 58,600 full-time humanities faculty teaching the four
humanities areas: English accounted for 30 percent of all humanities
departments and 48 percent of all humanities faculty, and philosophy
,accounted for 21 percent of all departments and 10. percent of all
faculty: 72 percent of tae 58,600 full -tine humanities faculty are
tenured, and 12 percent are outside the tenure system; tenure rates
among full-time humanities faculty are 79 percent for nonainority
men, 71 percent for minority men, 59 percent for nonminority women,
and 61 percent for minority women; nearly two-thirds of all full-time
humanities faculty had earned a Ph.D. in a humanities field:
philosophy had the highest percentage of doctorate holders, followed
by history, modern languages, and English: of all Taculty teaching in
1979-80 in the four humanities fields, 3,700 were newly appointed
that year: nearly three-fifths were appointments in English
departments. A sample survey form is appended. (SW)
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Highlights

Population

o As of fall 1979, more than 2,400 institutions had approximately 58,600 full-time

humanities faculty teaching English, history, modern languages, and philosophy.

o Fifty-four percent of these instituticns are in the public sector; 47 percent are

four-year colleges, 46 percent are two-year colleges, and,7 percent are universities.

o Of the 8,100 departments identified, 30 percent were English departments, 28 per-

cent were history departments, and 21 percent each were philosophy and modern lan-

guage departments.

Humanities Faculty

o Public four-year colleges employed 25 percent of all full-time humanities faculty,

private four-year colleges employed 23 percent, public two-year colleges 22 percent,

public universities 20 percent, private universities 8 percent, and private two-

year colleges 2/percent.

o English accounted for 30 percent of all humanities departments and 48 percent of

all humanities faculty; philosophy accounted for 21 percent of all departments and

10 percent of all faculty.

o Of the full-time humanities faculty represented by this survey, 38,500 (65 percent)

are nonminority men; 15,100 (26 percent) are nonminority women, 2,900 (5 percent)

are minority men, and 2,100,(4 percent) are minority women.

o The proportion of women teaching is lai3er at two-year colleges (38 percent) than

at either four-year colleges (29 percent) or universities (22 percent).

o The proportion of minority faculty is larger at two-year colleges (11 percent) than

at either four-year colleges (9 percent) or universities (6 percent).

Tenure Statue and Rank

o Seventy-two percent of the 58,600 full-time humanities faculty are tenured, and 12

percent are outside the tenure system.

o Three-fourths of humanities faculty at public institutions hold tenure, compared with

two-thirds at private institutions.

o Tenure rates among full -time humanities faculty are 79 percent for nonminority men,

71 percent for minority men, 59 percent for nonminority women, and 61 percent for

minority women.
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o History has the highest proportion of tenured faculty (80 percent), followd by

moderdlanguages (73 percent), philosophy (71 percent), and*English (69 percent).

o Nonminority men account for 66 percent of all humanities faculty but 84 percent

of philosophy faculty and 80 percent of history faculty; minority men and minority

women account for 9 percent of all humanities faculty but 16 percent of modern

languages faculty.

o The tenured professoriate (i.e., professors, associate professors, and other

tenured faculty) is composed of 71 percent nonminority men, 21 percent nonminority

women, 5 percent minority men, and 3 percent minority women.

o Forty-three percent of nonminority men are tenured full professors, compared with

32 percent of minority men, 25 percent of nonminority women, and 20 percent of

minority women.

Highest Degree

o Nearly two-thirds of all full-time humanities faculty had earned a Ph.D. in a hu-

manities field: 87 percent of faculty at universities, 72 percent of faculty at

four-year colleges, and 20 percent of faculty at two-year colleges.

o Philosophy had the highest percentage of doctorate holders (78 percent), followed

by history (75 percent), modern languages (70 percent), and English (53 percent).

o At all institutions, 7 of every 10 nonminority men held a Ph.D., as did 6 of every

10 minority men, S of every 10 nonminority women, and 4 of every 10 minority women.

New Appointments

o Of all faculty teaching in 1979-80 in the four humanities fields under study, 3,700

(6 percent) were newly appointed that year; n,:arly three-fifths were appointments

in English departments.

o In 1979-80, 43 percent of the new appointments in the public sector were in the

tenure track, compared with 50 percent in the private sector.

o For 1980-81, 3,200 new appointments were estimated--13 percent fewer ,phan 1979-80.
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Overview

A primary purpose of this survey was to fill a critical need for basic infor-

mation about full-time humanities faculty at America's colleges and universities,

a segment of the higher education community on which very little aggregate data

exists. The people who are the humanities teachers in our higher education institu-

tions are the backbone of liberal education; it is from the disciplines they repre-

sent that contemporary higher education has evolved.

Obviously, some studies exist which provide useful information on humanities

faculty. For example, the biennial ,survey of the Ph.D. population by the National

Academy of Science's Commission on Humait Resources describes the patterns of em-
*

ployment and mobility for a sample of doctorate recipients, including a representa-

tive proportion of those in the humanities. Not all humanities faculty, however,

are Ph.D.'s and this is especially true for a number of those who began their careers

in earlier decades. A second partial source is the Higher Education General Infor-

mation Survey (HEGIS), by which the National Center for Education Statistics collects

data on all faculty by gender and rank although not by discipline.

,The current Higher Education Panel survey rovides, for the first time, informa-

tion on total number of faculty in four of the major humanities disciplines, on their

gender and racial /ethnic composition, and on their level of education and tenure status.

The study was also designed to provide a limited amount of information on short-term

demand for humanities faculty in those disciplines where the greatest numbers find.

employment. Because the information had to be solicited at the departmental level,

the data-gathering was restricted to full-tite humanities faculf*-an d42four of the

core disciplines--English, history, modern languages, and philosophy. It is expected
/4*

that subsequent studies will augment these data.

The survey was initiated by the National Endowment for the Humanities through

its Evaluation and Assessment Studies Branch, which is responsible for monitoring the

health and vitality of institutional and human resources in the humanities. The study,

11
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it is hoped, will provide the agency, colleges, universities, researchers, and ether

interested parties with more and better information about a key humanities resouize,

full-time faculty.

Methods Sturenari

The Higher Education Panel is a continuing survey research program created in

1971 by the American Council on Education to conduct specialized surveys on topics of

current policy interest to the higher education commtmity and to government agencies.

The Panel is a stratified sample of 760 colleges and universities drawn from

the population of more than 3,000 institutions listed in the National Center fol.

Education Statistics' (NOES) Education Directory. All institutions in the popula-

tion are grouped according to the Panel's stratification design, which is based on

three factors: institution type (whether a school is a university, four-year college,

or two-year college), control or governance (whether it is public or private), and

size, by full-time-equivalent enrollment. For any given survey, either the entire

Panel or an appropriate subgroup is used.

The questionnaire (see Appendix A) was mailed on May 16, 1980, to all Panel

institutions except independent medical schools, religious or Bible colleges, and

certain other specialized institutions, such as engineering and business colleges.

Respondents were asked to report selected characteristics of humanities fculty mem-

bers as of fall 1979, who were teaching full time in English and American literature,

history, modern languages, and philosophy. These characteristics were sex, minority

status, rank, tenure status, and highest degree earned in the humanities.

Of the 693 Panel institutions originally surveyed, 20 had none of the four human--

ties fields requested and were therefore dropped from the sample. After mail and tele-

phone follow-ups were completed, usable responses were received from 562 institutions,

for an overall response rate of 84 percent.

12
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,

colleges.

pati from responding institutions were statistically adjusted to represent the

eligible national population of 2,447 universities, four-year colleges,"and two-year

ti

A

-to the departmental structure of all institutions in the population. For the first

The departmental structure of institutions in the Panel was assumed to be similar

stage of weighting procedure, responding Panel institutions were adjusted for depart-
.,

mental nonresponSe; then the entice Panel u'as adjusted for institutional nonresponse.

-

Finally, institutional weights were applied to bring the Panel up to the national

, population. 7:
Appendix B contains technical notes such as the stratification design, a com-

parison of respondents and nonrespondents, and a discussion of the reliability of the

survey estimates.
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Findings

The data contained in this report represent humanities faculty at just over 2,40(

institutions, more than half of which are publicly controlled.

Table A: Institutional Population

Percentage
Distribution

4

3

14

33

36

10

Category

JPubliC)Universtties
Private,univerAities
Public four-year colleges
Private four-year colleges
Public two-year colleges.
Private two-year colleges

Total 100

Number

111

72

342

816
869
237

2,447

As 'shown in Table A, the populAiion is almost evenly split between four-year

(47 percent) and two-year colleges (46 percent), with universities comprising the

remaining 7 percent.

41.

Thirty percent of the nearly 8,100 departments) identified were English depart-

ments; which represented the largest share. Twenty-one percent were modern language

departments, which represented the smallest share (Table B).

Table B: Distribution of Humanities Departments

Department

History
Pnilosophy
Modern languages

Total

Percentage
Distribution Number

30

28

21

21

100

.2,395
- 2,255

1,716
1,691

8,057

1
For convenience, we will use the term depcirtments. An institution may offer courses
in a specific humanities field, such as philosophy, without having a formally organized
philosophy.department. For the purposes of this survey., however, that institution is
considered to have a philosophy department.

14
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Fig. 1. Estimated Full-Time Humanities Faculty

40,000

30,000

20,000

10,000

Universities

Four-year colleges

Two-year colleges

41 0

....

4

.31%.
..

.

=CC

37%
inwrrrrrrrrirr.
..7.*:24°/0

69%

Public Private

Humanities Faculty

1

In fall 1979, roughly S8,600 full-time faculty members were teaching English,

history, modern languages, d philosophy. Nice as many were teaching in public as

in private institutions. As shown in Figure 1, humanities faculty in the public sec-

tor wee the most highly concentrated in four-year colleges (37 percent); the rest
/

were fairly evenly distributed between universities and two-year colleges. In the

private sector, in contrast, 7 of every 10 faculty members were teaching at four-year

colleges; 24 percent were in universities, and 7 percent in two-year colleges.

As noted above, the humanities discipline with the largest number of departments

was English. That discipline also represented the largest percentage (48 percent) of

the humanities faculty counted in this study (see Table C).

. Table C: Distribution of Faculty and Departments

Department

Percentage of Total
Departments

N=8.100

Percentage of Total
Faculty
N=S8,600

English 30 48

History 28. 23

Modern languages 21 19

Philosophy 21 10

Total percent 100 100
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Philosophy accounted for one-fifth of the departments--the smallest percentage-

and only one-teath of the faculty.

Institutional Setting and Department

Figure 2 depicts the concentration of humanities faculty by discipline in

public and in private institutions. As noted earlier, public institutions employed

more than twice as many faculty as private institutions--39,400 compared with 19,200.

Just over half of the faculty in the public sector were teaching English, and nearly

one-fourth were teaching hiliory,. 18 percent, modern languages; and 8 percent, phil-

osophy. The rank ordering of fields by faculty was the same in the private sector,

but the differences among them were not as great.

A different perspective of humanities faculty concentration is provided by

Figure 3. The largest proportion of English faculty held appointments in public two-

year colleges (29 percent), whereas the largest proportion of history faculty held

appointments-in public four-year colleges (28 percent). Pudic universities were the

most-frec, ent employers of modern language faculty (26 percent), and private four-year

colleges the most frequent employers of philosophy faculty (33 percent).

Gender-and Minority Status

Of the 58,600 full-time faculty members in the four humanities disciplines covered

in the survey, about three of every ten are women and one of every ten is a minority

group member. fable'D shofqs the distribution of faculty by gender and minority status:

Tale D: Gender and Minority Status of Humanities Faculty

Percentage
Number Distribution

Nonminerity men 38,500 65
Nonminority women 15,100 26
Minority men 2,900 5

Minority women 2,100 4

Figure 4 shows the distribution of humanities faculty by gender and minority

status among public and private universities, four-year colleges, and two-year col-

leges. At the university level; public institutions have more than two-and-one-half
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Fig. 2. Field Distribution of Humanities Faculty
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times morn faculty members than private. The proportions of each gender and minority

grouping, however, are about the same at both kinds of universities. Nonminority

men make up almost three-quarters of the university faculties; nonminority women,

'about 20 percent, minority men about 5 percent, and minority women, 2 percent.

The four-year colleges account for almost half-of the humanities faculty in

the fields covered by the survey. At these colleges, two-thirds of the faculty are

nonminority men and about one fourth are nonminority women. Minority faculty account

for the remaining 10 percent (6 percent men and 4 percent women).

At the two-year colleges; faculty men outnumber faculty women (62 percent vs. 38

perce Nevertheless, t,roportion of-women teaching is greater at two-year col-

eges than at either four-year colleges or universities. The minority faculty propor-

ion is also larger at two-year institutions--11 percent, compared with 6 percent at

universities and 8 percent at four-year colleges.

The national estimates indicate that at private two-year colleges humanities

faculty total less than 1,400 members, of which half are nonminority men, 44 percent are

nonminority women, 4 percent are minority men, and 1 percent minority women. It should

be noted, however, that the survey's estimates for humanities faculty at private two-

year colleges- should be used with caution--their small number (2 percent of the total

hquanities faculty), their low representation in the Panel, and their relatively low

response rate combined to require a large weight to produce the national estimate.

Figure 5 shows how each of the faculty categories is distributed among universi-

ties, four-year colleges, and two-year colleges. Of the 15,000 nonminority faculty

women in the four humanities fields, 22 percent teach the university Ievel, 47 per-

cent at four-year colleges, and 31 percent at two-year colleges.

Figure 5 also shows that minority women have proportionately fewer of their

number at universities (15 percent) and correspondingly greater representation at two-
.

year colleges (54 percent) than do any of the other faculty categories. Nonminority

men, for example, have twice as large a proportion of their number teaching in uni-

versity-settings as do minority women.
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Fig. 4. Gender and Minority Status of Humanities Faculty, by Institutional Category
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The differences in faculty representation in different settings are more closely

related to gender than to.minority status. The proportion of both minority and non-

minority men teaching at the university level is greater than for either minority or

nonminority women. The converse holds at two-year colleges, which account for about

31 percent of the teaching assignments of women and 21 percent of those for men.

It is apparent that if each gender is considered separately, those classified

as minority persons are proportionately underrepresented in university settings and

overrepresented at the two-year colleges.

Tenure Status
.44

Overall, 72 percent of the humanities faculty are tenured, with an additional 16

percent in the tenure track and awaiting tenure. Thus, only about one in eight faculty

members holds a position outside the tenure system.

Table E: Tenure Status of Humanities Faculty

'Tenure
Total Tenured Track

Nontenure
Track

Public institutions 100 75 14 11

Universities 100 73 17 10
Four-year colleges 100 79 13 8
Two-year colleges 100 73 12 15

Private institutions 100 67 20 13

Universities 100 69 23 8
Four-year colleges 100 70 21 : 9

-Two-year colleges, 100 26 10 64

Table E shows the distribution of tenure status among humanities faculty at public

and private institutions. The proportion already tenured is consistently higher at

public institutions: three ()revery four faculty members are tenured, compared with

two of every three at private institutions. An additional 14 percent of faculty are

awaiting tenure at public institutions, compared with 20 percent at private institu-

tions; About the same proportions of faculty at both public and private universities

and four-year colleges are outside the tenure system (8 to 10 percent). At two-year

colleges, greater proportions of the faculty are outside the tenure track (15 percent

18
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at public institutions, and 64 percent at private institutions).

Figure 6 shows how tenure status is distributed among the faculty classified

by gender ,,minority status. This array again demonstrates that greater propor-

tions of have achieved tenure than,women, although the proportion of nonminority

men with tenure is greater than that of minority men (79 percent vs. 70 percent).

In comparison, substantially lower proportions of the women faculty are already

tenured (about three-fifths each of minority and nonminority women). This contrast

is tempered by the somewhat greater proportion of women who are in the tenure track

awaiting tenure (22 percent of women vs. 14 percent of men). Nevertheless, the data

also show that proportionately more women than men have faculty positions that are

completely outside the tenure track (19 vs. 9 percent).

Rank

Detailed views of the ranks held by the tenured segments of the professoriate
Os

(i.e., professors, associate professors, and other tenured faculty) are shown in

Table F and Figure 7.

Table F: Percentage Distribution of Humanities
Faculty Who Are Tenured, by Gender, Minority Status, and Rank

Gender and
Minority Status

Total
Tenured Professor Associate Professor

Other
Tenured

Men: 76 85 77 63

Minority 5 4 5 .6

Nonminoliity 71 81 72 57

Women: 24_ . 15 23 37

Minority 3 2 2 6

Nonminority 21 13 21 31

Total . 100 100 100 100

As Table F indicates, the total tenured professoriate primarily nonminority

men (71 percent) and nonminority womei (21 percent), with minority men at 5 percent

and minority women 3 percent of the total. Note that the rank of full professor is

even more completely dominated by nonminority men (81 percent).

1 9
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Fig. 6. Tenure Status of Humanities Faculty, by Gender and Minority Status
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From another perspective, Figure 7 shows how each of the gender and minority

status categories is distributed among the ranks. More that two-fifths of all

tenured nonminority men hold a full professorship, compared with 32 percent of the

minority men, 25 percent of the nonminority women, and 20 percent of the minority

women. Note too the roughly converse proportions in the "other" tenured ranks.

Minority women form the greatest proportion of tenured faculty who are neither

professors nor associate professors. Much of this may be a rcflection of their

overrepresentation at two-year colleges, which are more likely to have no ranks at

all.

Major Humanities Departments

As noted earlier, the largest share of the humanities faculty teach in English

departments (28,000), followed by history (13,500), modern languages (11,000), and

p:dlosophy (5,900). Figure 8 shows that, proportionately, the universities and four-

,year colleges are similar in their allocations of faculty to the four disciplines.

At the two-year colleges, however, almost two-thirds of the humanities faculty teach

English, one-fifth teach history, one-tenth are in modern languages, and the remaining

6 percent are in philosophy.

The dEStribution of faculty by minority status and gender among the four disci-

plines is shown in Figure 9. Nonminority men are especially dominant in philosophy

(84 percent) and history (80'percent). In modern languages, both minority men and

minority women have a somewhat higher than average representation (10 percent and

6 percent, respectively), perhaps due to the inclusion of Spanish-speaking groups in

the minority classification.

Tenure Status

The preponderant majority of faculty in each of the four humanities fields has

already achieved tenure. As shown in Figure 10, the history faculty has the highest

proportion of tenured faculty (80 percent); the modern languages, philosophy, and

English faculties show somewhat lower tenure rates, ranging from 69 percent to 73

0
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Fig. 9. Gender and Minority Status of Humanities Faculty, by Field
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percent. Most other faculty are in the tenure track, awaiting tenure. Among the

disciplines, this group ranges from 13 percent of the hist-ny faculty to 18 per-

cent of the philosophy faculty.

Figure 11 presents a second view of these same data, showing differences by

gender and minority status. Again, nonminority men in each of the four humanities

disciplines have greater proportions of their number tenured (75 percent or more)

than any other faculty group. For both minority men and women, the modern languages

offer the highest tenure rates (78 percent for the men and 70 percent for the women).

The tenure rates for nonminority women in each of the fet.r disciplines ace con-

sistently lower than for all the faculty men. Comparing the tenure rates of minority

and nonminority women yields a mixed result, with the rates for minority women higher

than those for nonminority women in English and modern languages and lower in history

and philosophy.

Rank

It follows that the pattern of dominance by men shown for tenure rates would be

accentuated in examining the distribution of full professorships among the faculty

categories and humanities disciplines. As shown in Figure 12, this pattern is con-

firmed. Indeed, the proportion of nonminority men with full professorships is sub-

stantiIlly higher, than for all the other faculty categories in each of the four disci-

plines surveyed. Overall, about 34 percent of nonminority faculty men have attained

full professorships, followed by 23 percent of the minority men, 15 percent of the non-

ITlirarityWaTlenandnperCentOfthelTdnarity-WaTMI.AIIIMg the disciplines, the single

exception to this ordering is in history. There, the proportion of nonminority women

with professorships is slightly higher than that of minority men.

Highest Degree Earned

Almost two-thirds (6.4 percent) of all full-time faculty identified in this sur-

vey had earned a doctorate degree in a humanities field. This rate varied, however,
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by gender and minority status of the faculty members, by discipline, and by insti-

tutional type.

Ins itutional Setting and Department

shown in Table G, universities had the largest proportion of doctorate

level humanities faculty (87 percent)., followed by four-year colleges (72 percent).

Table G: Percentage of Humanitiesjaculty with a Ph.D.,
by Institutional Category

Institutional Percentage with
Category Humanities Ph.D.

Universities 87

Public 86
Private 90

Four-year colleges 72

Public 73

Private 71

Two-year colleges 20

Public 20

Private 19

Consistent with findings from an earlier HEP survey, two-year colleges appointed

significantly fewer faculty holding doctorate degrees (20 percent).
2

Nine out of

every ten faculfy members at private universities had a Ph.D., compared with two of

every ten faculty members at private two-year colleges. As indicated previously,

the data on degrees earned reflect similarities more by type of institution than by

control. That is, the differences between private and publicolinstitutions are not as

great as the differences between universities, four-year colleges, and two-year col-

leges.

Overall, proportionately fewer English factilty members held a Ph.D.:

Discipline
Percentage with
Humanities Ph.D.

Philosophy 78
History 75

Modern languages 70
English 53

2
New Rat-Time-Faculty 1976-77: Hiring Patterns by Field and Educational Attainment
(Higher Education Panel Report No. 38), 1978.

25
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Figure 13 shows how these percentages by discipline vary according to the
)

category of institution. Histoiy and philosophy faculty had the highest.percentages
4r

of doctorate holders--at least 95 percent each in the universities and over 80 per-

cent each in four-year colleges. In the two-year colleges, the proportions of Phil

faculty were substantially lower.

Gender and Minority Status

At all institutions, nonminority men had the highest proportion of doctorate-

holders in the humanities--71 percent. Six of every 10 minority men held a Ph.D., as

did 5 of every 10 nonminority women and 4 of every 10 minority women.

Figure 14 demonstrates how these percentages varied at different...types of insti-

tutions. In nearly all settings, however, proportionately more men than women, and

proportionately more nonminorities than minorities, had a Ph.D. degree.

Rank

On the whole, humanities faculty with tenure were more likely to hold a Ph.D.,

as were facUlty in the higher ranks (i.e., professor and associate professor).

As can be seen in Table H, very little difference exists in Ph.D. rates amohg

full and associate professors (tenured) at the university level--97 percent vs. 95

percent. That difference grows wider at the four-year college level--93 percent vs.

t 78 percent--and still wider at the two-year college level--40 percent vs. 19 percent.

Of the other tenured faculty, far fewer held Ph.D.s: about 59 percent at universities,

about 36 percent at four-year colleges, and about 14 percent at two-year colleges.

Table H: Percentage of Humanities Faculty with a Ph.D.,
by Tenure Status and Rank

Tenured

Universities
Four-Year
Colleges

Two-Year
Colleges

Professor 97 93 40

Associate professor 95 78 19

Other

Not tenured (tenure track

59

o

36 14

and nontenure track) 75 58 19

26
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Table 4: Tenure Status and Discipline of Expected
New Faculty Appointments AY 1980-81

Number of
Appointments

Percentage Tenured
or Tenure-Track

English 1,600 44
Modern languages 600 64
History 500 57
Philosophy 400 55

Total* 3,200 . 51
*
Total may not add exactly due to rounding.

To put the number of new faculty appointments into perspectivef it is helpful

to look at the number of new doctorate recipients in recent years. The National

Center for Education Statistics estimates that in 1978-79, approximately 4,500

earned doctorate degrees were awarded in all humanities fields; approximately 4,600

were awarded in 1979-80, and about 4,700 in 1980-81.
4

A report by the National Academy of Sciences (referenced in footnote 4) re-

vealed that colleges and universities appear to employ a smaller proportion of the

humanities Ph.D.s than in the past. In 1979, institutions of higher education em-

ployed 84 percent of persons who had received the humanities doctorate between 1936

and 1978, whereas they employed only 79 percent of persons who had received the doc-

torate between 1973 and 1978.

Although the HEP questionnaire item and the NAS/NRC data are not strictly com-

parable, they both provide evidence of the relatively declining employment position

of humanities faculty.

3National Center for Education Statistics, Projections of Education Statistics to

1986-87 (Washington: Government Printing Office), 1978. New master's degree recip-
ients in the humanities numbered 32,700 in 1978-79; 33,8e0 in 1979-80; and 34,800
in 1980-81.

4
iIt is clear, however, that the available pool of humanities faculty is much larger.

The National Research Council of the National Academy of Sciences Science, Engineering,
and Humanities Doctorates in the United States: 1979 Profile, 1980, estimates that,
ash 1979, there were 71,200 doctorate-holders in the humanities in the United States,
64,800 of whom- were in the labor force. Of the 64,800:

1,900 were.employed part-time but were seeking full-time employment;
1,400 were unemployed and seeking employment.

A more interesting figure is that, of the 63,400 employ d humanities doctorates in
1979 (full-time, part-time, and postdoctoral appointees), almost one of everr five were
employed in a nonhumanities field.

4 C3
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Summary

The results of this survey have shown that there are more than 58,000 full-
I

time faculty in the four largest humanities disciplines: English, history, podern

languages, and philosophy. Two-thirds have appointments in public institutions,

and nearly half-teach Engli4sh.

Women comprise only 3 of every 10 faculty members, and minorities only 1 of

every 10. These two groups--women and minorities--tend to be overrepresented at

two-year colleges and underrepresented at universities. Women, more so than minor-

ities, are less likely to hold `enure, and both groups are more likely to be in non-

tenure-track positions. On the other hand, relatively fewer of their number hold a

doctorate degree in the humanities.

NeW faculty appointments numbered about 3,700 of the total in 1979-80, but only

3,200 were expected for the next year. About half of the new appointees will be

tenured or in tenure-track positions.

\\

29
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Detailed Statistical Tables

Note: In, addition to the 51 tables that follow, tabulations of faculty

characteristics by discipline and category of institution have also been

run and will be available in forthcoming publications.

30



TABLE 1

AMERICAN CDLLEGES & UNIVERSITIES
SURVEY POPULATION

FALL 1979

INSTITUTIONS

ALL
INSTITUTIONS

ENGLISH
DEPARTMENTS

HISTORY
DEPARTMENTS

MODERN
LANGUAGES

DEPARTMENTS
PHILOSOPHY
DEPARTMENTS

TOTAL 2.448 100.0 2.395 100.0 2.255 100.0 1,691 100 0 1 716 100.0

PUBLIC 1.322 54 0 1.296 54.1 1.159 51.4 898 53.1 795 46.3

UNIVERSITIES 111 4 5 108 4.5 1106 4.7 106 6.3 107 6.2FOUR-YEAR CDLLEGES 342 14 0 323 13.5 1331 14 7 315 18.6 272 15.8TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 869 35 5 865 36.1 722 32.0 477 28 2 416 24.2

PRIVATE 1.125 46 0 1.099 45.,9 1.096 48.6 793 46 9 921 53.7

UNIVERSITIES 72 2 9 69 2.9 65 2.9 61 3 6 66 3.9FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 816 33 4 813 34 0 813 36.1 653 38 6 717 41.8TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 237 9 7 217 9.1 217 9.5 79 4 7 138 8.1

NOTE' ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.

TABLE 2

ESTIMATEO FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
AMERICAN CDLLEGES & UNIVERSITIES

FALL 1979

INSTITUTIONS
TOTAL ENGLISH HISTORY

MODERN
LANGUAGES PHILOSOPHY

TOTAL 58.587 100.0 28,076 100.0 13,613 100.0 11.009 100 0 5.889 100.0

PUBLIC 39.363 67 2 20.066 71.5 9.148 67.2 7.007 63 6 3.142 53.4

UNIVERSITIES 11,992 20.5 5.147 18.3 2.706 19.9 2.994 27.2 1.145 19.4
FOUR -YEAR COLLEGES 14.689 25.1 6,767 24.1 3.861 28.4 2.720 24 7 1,340 22.8TWD=YEAR COLLEGES 12.682 21 6 8.153 29.0 2.580 19 0 1.293 11. C57 11.2

PRIVATE 49.223 32.8 8.010 28.5 4.465 32.8 4.002 36 4 2.747 46.6

UNIVERSLTIES 4.612 7.9 1.654 5.9 '1.117 e.2 1,173 10.7 668 11.3
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 13.229 22.6 5,487 19.5 3.071 22.6 2.750 25.0 1.921 32.6
TWO-YEAR CDLLEGES 1.383 2.4 869 3.1 277 2.0 79 0 7 158 2.7

NOTE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.

Pi



TABLE 3

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
ALL INSTITUTIONS
ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY iUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 58,587 41.373 2.877 38,496 17.213 2.081 15,132

TENURED

PROFESSOR 16,133 13.661 656 13.005 2,473 252 2.221'ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 15,604 11,935 738, 11,197 3.669 382 3,288ALL OTHER 10.639 /
6.664 636 6.028 3.975 627 3.348SUBTOTAL 42,377 32.260 2.030 30.230 10.117 1.260 8.856

NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK' 9,376 5.617 544 5.07Z, 3.759 , 544 3.215NONTENURE-TRACK 6.833 3.497 304 3.191 3.337 277 3.060SUBTOTAL 16,209 9,114 847 8.266 7.096 821 6,276

NOTE ONLY OEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUOEO IN THE SURVEY,

TABLE 4

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS
ALL OEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TENUREO

PROPESSOR 27.5 33.0 22 8 33 8 14 4 12.1 14.7'
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR' 26.6 28.8 25 7 29 1 21.3 18.3 '21.7ALL OTHER 16.2 16 1 22 1 15 7 23.1 30 1 22.1SUBTOTAL 72 3 78.0 70.5 78 5 58 8 60 6 58.5

.

NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK . 16 0 13 6 18 9 13 2 21 8 26 1 21 2
NONTENURE-TRACK 11 7 8.5 10.6 8.3 19.4 , '13.3 20.2
SUBTOTAL 27 7 22 0 29.5 21.5 41 2 39.4 41.5

32



TABLE 5

SEX AND ''MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

ALL DEPARTMENTS

STATUS. FALL 1979:

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL
FACULTY

MEN WOMEN
SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 39.363 27.922 2.175 25.746 11.442 1.520 9.921
TENURED

PROFESSOR 10.473 8.885 475 8.410 1.589 160 1.429ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 10.350 8.050 547 7.503 2.300 244 2,057ALL OTHER 8,757 5.473 552 4.921 3.284 538 2.746SUBTOTAL 29.580 22.407 1,574 20,834 7,173 942 6,231

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 5.474 3.322 389 2.933 2.152 365 1.787NONTENURE-TRACK 4.309 2.192 212 1,980 2,116 213 1,903SUBTOTAL 9.783 5.514 602 4.913 4,268 578 3.690'

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED' IN THE SURVEY.

TABLE 6

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STA1US, BALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL
FACULTY

MEN WOMEN
SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
TENURED

PROFESSOR 26.6 31.8 21.8 32.7 12 9 10.6 14.4ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 26.3 28.8 2c.1 29.1 20.1 16.0 20.7ALL OTHER 22.2 19.6 25.4 19.1 28 7 35.4 27.7SUBTOTAL. 75.1 80.3 72.3 80.9 62.7 62.0 62.8

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 13.9 11.9 17.9 11.4 18.8 24.0 18.0NONTEI"URE-TRACK 10.9 7.9 9.8 7.7 18.5 14.0 19.2SUBTOTAL 2e.9 19.7 27.7 19.1 37.3 38.0 37.2

3.3



TABLE 7

' SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FAL. 1979
PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES

ALL DEPARTMENT,,

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 11.992 9.275 521 8.754 2.717 213 2.505

TENURED

PROFESSOR 4.035 3.743 157 3.586 292 15 277-ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 3.719 3.076 166 2,910 643 48 595FALL OTHER 1.054 653 39 614 401 25 376SUBTOTAL 8.808 7,472 362 %.110 1.336 88 1.248

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 2.000 1.268 122 1.146 732 72 661NONTENURE-TRACK 1.184 535 37 498 649 52 596'SUBTOTAL 3.184 1.803 159 1.644 1.381 124 1.257

NOTE' ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IW THE SURVEY.

.

TABLE 8

5E% AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES

ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORM NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 33.6 40.4 30.1 41.0 10.8 7.2 11.1ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 31 0 33.2 31.8 33.2 23 7 22.6 23 8ALL OTHER 8.8 7.0 7 5 7.0 14.8 11.8 15.0SUBTOTAL 73.5 80.6 69.5 81.2 49.2 41.5 49 8

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 16.7 13.7 23.4 13.1 27.0 33.8 26.4NONTENURE-TRACK 9.9 5.8 7.1 5.7 23.9 24.6 23.8SUBTOTAL 26.5 19.4 30.5 18.8 50.8 58.5 50.2
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TABLE 9

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK ANO TENURE
PUBLIC FOUR YEAR COLLEGES

ALL DEPARTMENTS

STATUS. FALL 1979

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN .

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAb FACULTY 14.689 10,703 892 9.811 3,986 621 3.364

TENURED

PROFESSOR 4.659 3.909 235 3.674 750 79 671
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 4,473 3,495 247 3.240 977 112 865
ALL OTHER 2,461 1.465 156 1.309 996 193 803
SUBTOTAL 11:593 8.869 637 8.232 2.723 383 2.340

NONTENUREO

TENURE-I ACK 1,897 1.183 154 1.029 714 154 561
NONTENURE- T.RACK 1.199 651 100 551 548 84 463
SUBTOTAL 3.096 1.834 254 1.579 1.262 238 1.024

NOTE. ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.

TABLE 10

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PUBLIC FOUR YEAR COLLEGES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 . 0 100 0 100 . 0 100 0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 31.7 36 5 26.3 37 4 18.8 12.6 20.0
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 30 5 32.7 27.7 33 1 24.5 18.0 25.7
ALL OTHER 16 8 13.7 17.5 13.3 25.0 31.0 23.9
SUBTOTAL 78 9 82 9 71.5 83 9 68.3 61.7 69 6

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 12 9 11.1 17.3 10.5 17.9 24.7 16.7

NONTENURE-TRACK 8.2 6.1 11.2 5.6 13.7 13.6 13.8

SUBTOTAL 21.1 17.1 28.5 16.1 31.7 38.3 30.4
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TABLE 11

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY.
' RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979

PUBLIC TWO YEAR COLLEGES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 12.682 7.944 763 7.181 4.739 687 4,052

TENURED

PROFESSOR 1.779 1.232 83 1.149 547 67 480ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 2.158 1.478 134 1.344 680 ;54 596ALL OTHER 5.242 3.355 357 2.999 1,887 320 1,567SUBTOTAL 9.179 6.066 574 5,491 3,114 470 2.643

NONTENUREO

TEARE-TRACK 1.577 871 113 758 705 140 566NONTENURE-TRACK 1.926 1.007 75 931 920 76 843'SUBTOTAL 3.503 1.878 188 1.690 1.625 216 1.409
4

NOTE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITEQATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY

TABLE 12

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PUBLIC TWO YEAR COLLEGES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL MEN WOMEN

FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 14.0 1f.5 10.9 16.0 y .5 9.7 11 9ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 17.0 is G 17.6 18.7 14 3 12.2 14 7ALL OTHER 41.3 42 2 46.8 41.8 39 6 46.6 38.7SUBTOTAL 72.4 76.4 75 3 76.5 65.7 68.5 65.2

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 12.4 11.0 14.8 10.6 14.9 20.4 14.0NONTENURE-TRACK 15.2 12.7 9.9 13.0 19 4 11.1 20.8SUBTOTAL 27.6 23.6 24.7 23.5 34.3 31.5 34.8

. 36



TABLE 13

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS

ALL OEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

s.,

TOTAL FACULTY 19,223 13.452 702 12.750 5.771 561 5.211

TENURED

PROFESSOR 5.660 4.776 181 4.596 884 91 792ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 5.254 3.885 191 3.694 1.369 138 1.231ALL OTHER 1,882 1.191 84 1.107 691 89 602SUBTOTAL 12.796 9.853 456 9.397 2.944 319- 2.625

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 3.902 2.295 154 2,140 1.607 179 1.428
NONTENURE-TRACK 2.524 1.304 91 1.213 1.221 63 1,157SUBTOTAL 6.426 3.599 246 3.353 2.828 242 2.586

NOTE ONLY OEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MOOERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUOEO IN THE SURVEY.

TABLE 14

SEX AND MINORITY STP7US OF FULL-TIME HUMANITiES FACULTY. BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE OISTRI8U1ION
PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS

ALL OEPARTMENTS

RANK ANO STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY
a21

TOTAL FACULTY 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TENUREO

PROFESSOR 29 4 35.5 25 7 36.0 15 3 16.3 15.2
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 27 3 28.9 27.3 29.0 23.7 24.6 23.6
ALL OTHER 11. 9 8 8 9 12 0 8.7 12.0 15.9 11.6
SUBTOTAL 66 4 73 2 65.0 73.7 51.0 56 8 50:4

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 20 3 17.1 22.0 16 8 27 8 31.9 27.4
NONTENURE-TRACK 11 1 9.7 13.0 9.5 21.2 11.3 22.2
SUBTOTAL 33.4 26.8 35.0 26.3

t
49.0 43.2 49.6



TABLE 15

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:
PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 4 612 3.604 215 3.389 1.008 106 900
TENURED

PROFESSOR 1.713 1.573 57 1.516 141 12 129ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 1 190 965 54 910 226 16 209ALL OTHER 288 203 14 189 83 7 76SUBTOTAL 3.189 2.740 125 2.615 449 35 414

NDNTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 1.041 658 76 582 383 G1 322NDNTENURE -TRACK 380 205 13 192 177 12 165SUBTOTAL 1.421 863 89 774 559 73 486

NOTE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.

TABLE 16

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979.
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

ALL DEPARTMENTS I/

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL MEN WOMEN

FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACOLTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 37 2 43 6 '26.4 44 7 13.9 11 1 14.3
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 25.8 26.8 25.4 26 9 22.4 15.2 23.2
ALL OTHER 6.2 5.6 6.6 5 6 8.2 6.1 8.5
SUBTOTAL 69 2 76 0 58.4 77.2 44 5 32.3 46.0

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 22.6 18.3 35.5 17.2 37.9 56.6 35.7
NONTENURE-TRACK 8.2 5.7 6.1 5.7 17.5 11.1 18 3
SUBTOTAL 30.8 24.0 41.6 22.8 55.5 67.7 54.0
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TABLE 17

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL -TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS, FALL 1979
PRIVATE FOUR YEAR COLLEGES

ALL DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 13.229 9.098 428

TENURED

PROFESSOR 3.907 3.164 124
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 3.965 2.881 137
ALL OTHER 1.379 ' 850 70
SUBTOTAL 9.251 6.895 331

NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK 2.723 1.518 78
NONTENURE-TRACK 1.255 685 19
SUBTOTAL 3.978 2.203 97

WOMEN
NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

8.670 433 3.698

3.040 743 79 664
2.744 1.084 122 962

780 529 83 447
6.564 2.356 284 2.073

1.440 1.205 118 1.087
666 570 32 539

2.106 1.775 149 1.626

NOTE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY

TABLE 18

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 19
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PRIVATE FOUR YEAR COLLEGES
ALL OEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL MEN

FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY
WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY

TENURED

PROFESSOR
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
ALL OTHER
SUBTOTAL

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK
-NONTENURE-TRACK
SUBTOTAL

100 0

29 5
30 0
10 4
69.9

20 6
9 5
30 1

100 . 0

34 8
31 7
9 3
75.g

16,7
7 5
24.2

100.0

29.0
32 0
16 4
77 3

18 3
4 ,1

22.7

100 0 100 0

35 1

31 7
9 0

75.7

16 6
7,7

24 3

18 Q
26 2
12 6
57 0

29 2
13.8
43,0

100 0 100 0

18.3 17 9
28.1 26 0
19 1 12 1

65.5 56.0

27.2
7 3

34 6

29 4
14 6
44 0

T.2 V



TABLE 19

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PRIVATE TWO YEAR COLLEGES

ALL DEPARTMENTS

_RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL MEN WOMEN

FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 1.383 751 59 691 632 20 612

TENUREO

PROFESSOR 40 40 0 40 0 0 0ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR '99 40 0 40 59 0 59ALL OTHER 217 138 0 138 79 0 79SUBTOTAL 356 217 0 217 138 0 138

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 138 119 0 119 20 0 20NONTENuRE-TRACK 889 4t5 59 356 474 20 454SUBTOTAL 1.027 533 59 474 494 20 474
....,

NorE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY

TABLE 20

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. By RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PRIVATE Two YEAR COLLEGES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

°

RANK AND STATUS_
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100 0
TENURED

PROFESSOR 2 9 5 3 0 0 5 t 0 0 0 0 0 0ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 7 i 5 3 0 0 5 7 9 4 0 0 9 7ALL OTHER 15 7 18 4 0 0 20 0 12 5 0 0 12 9SUBTOTAL '25 7 28 9 0 0 31 4 21 9 0 0 22 6

'NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 10'0 15 8 0 0 17 1 3 1 0 0 3.2NONTENURE-TRACK 64 3 55 3 100 0 51 4 75 0 100 0 74 2SUBTOTAL 74 3 71 i TOO 0 68 6 78 100 0 77 4

0



TABLE 21

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY. BY RANK ANO TENURE
ALL INSTITUTIONS
ENGLISH OEPARTMENTS

STATUS. FALL 1979

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 28,076 17.648 770 16.878 10.428 1.185 9.243

TENURED

PROFESSOR 6.460 5.209 171 5.038 1.251 127 1.124ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 6.633 4.704 136 4.568 1.929 157 1.773
ALL OTHER 8,137 3.420 183 3.238 2.717 400 2.317
SUBTOTAL 19.230 13.333 489 12.844 5.897 683 5.214

NONTENURED

TENURE'TRACK 4.580 2.432 188 2.245 2.148 316 1.832
NONTENURE-TRACK 4.266 1.882 93 1.789 2.384 186 2.197
SUBTOTAL 8.846 4.315 281 4,034 4.531 502 4.029

TABLE 22

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 7979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS
ENGLISH DEPARTMENTS

TOTAL MEN WOMEN
RANK ANO STATUS FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100 0 100 0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 23 0 29.5 22.2 29.9 12.0 10 7 12.2
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 23.6 26 7 17 6 27.1 18.5 13.2 19.2
ALL OTHER 21.9 19.4 23.7 19 2 26 1 33 7 25 1

SUBTOTAL 68 5 75.6 63 5 76.1 56.5 57 6 56.4

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 16.3 13.8 24.4 13 3 20 6 26.6 19.8
NONTENURE-TRACK 15 2 10.7 12 1 10.6 22.9 15.7 23.8
SUBTOTAL 31.5 24.4 36.5 23.9 43.5 42.4 43.6



TABLE 23

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL -TIME HUMANITIE3 FACULTY. BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979.
ALL INSTITUTIONS

HISTORY DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 13.613 11.606 730 10.876 2.006 203 1.803

TENURED

PROFESSOR 5.018 4.539 147 4.391 479 36 444
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 3.976 3,470 184 3,286 506 59 447
ALL OTHER 1.912 1.581 193 1.388 331 23 308
SUBTOTAL 10.906 9.590 52e 9.066 1,316 118 1.198

NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK 1,816 1.335 145 1.190 481 66 415
NONTENURE-TRACK 891 682 6: 621 209 20 189
SUBTOTAL 2.707 2.017 206 1.810 690 86 604

TABLE 24

SEx AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS, FALL 1979.
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS
HISTORY DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL
FACULTY

t

MEN WOMEN
SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 36 9 39 1 20,2 40.4 23.9 17 5 24.6
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 29.2 29 9 25 1 30.2 25 2 28 9 24.8
ALL OTHER 14.0 13.6 26.4 12.8 16.5 11.5 17.1
SUBTOTAL 80.1 82 6 71.7 83,4 65.6 57.9 66.5

NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK 13.3 11.5 19.9 10.9 24 0 32.4 23.0
NONTENURE-TRACK 6 5 5.9 8.4 5.7 10 4 9.7 10.5
SUBTOTAL 19.9 17.4 28.3 16.6 34.4 42.1 33.5

42



TABLE 25

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS, FALL 1979:
ALL INSTITUTIONS

'

MODERN LANGUAGES DEPARTMENTS

.44

TOTAL MEN WJMENRANK AND STATUS FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY.

TOTAL FACULTY 11,009 6.925 1,123 5,802 4,084 655 3,429
TENURED

PROFESSOR 2,808 2.167 270 ,,,,,, 1,898 640 89 551ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 3,322 2,266 374 1,892 1,056 165 891ALL OTHER - 1,933 1,063 231 832 870 201 669SUBTOTAL 8,063 5,497 875 4,622 2.566 455 2,110
NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK 1,902 973 167 806 929 137 792NONTENURE-TRACK 0- 1,043 455 82 373 589 63 527SUBTOTAL 2,945 1,428 249 1,179 1,518 199 1.318

TABLE, 26

SEX AND MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS
MODERN LANGUAGES DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

TENURED

PROFESSOR 25 5 31.3 24 0 32.7 15.7 13.6 16.1ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 30.2 32.7 33.3 32 6 25.9 25.2 26.0ALL OTHER 17.6 15 4 20.6 14.3 21.3 30.7 19.5SUBTOTAL 73 2 79.4 77 9 79 7 62.8 69.6 61.5

NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 17 3 14,1 14.9 13.9 22.7 20.9 23.1NONTENURE-TRACK 9.5 6.6 7.3 6.4 14.4 9.6 15.4SUBTOTAL 26.8 20.6 22.1 20.3 37.2 30.4 38.5



TABLE 27
.0

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. PALL 1979
ALL INSTITUTIONS

PHILOSOPHY DEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 5,889 5,194 254 4,940 695 38 657
TENURED

PROFESSOR 1,849 1,746 88 1,678 103 0 103ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 1.673 1.495 45 1,450 178 1 177ALL OTHER 657 599 30 570 57 3 54SUBTOTAL 4.178 3,840 142 3.698 338 4 334
NONTENURED

TENURE-TRACK 1.078 876 44 832 202 26 176NONTENURE-TRACK 633 478 68 410 155 8 147SUBTOTAL 1.711 1,354 111 1.242 357 34 323

TABLE 28

SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, BY RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979
PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS
PHILOSOPHY OEPARTMENTS

RANK AND STATUS
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL 'MINORITY NONMINORITY

TOTAL FACULTY 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0
TENURED

PROFESSOR 31.4 33.6 26.8 34.0 14.8 0.0 15 6ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR 28.4 28.8 17.7 29.4 25.6 2.9 26 9ALL OTHER 11.2 11.5 11.6 11.5 8 2 8.2 8 2SUBTOTAL 70.9 73.9 56.1 74.9 48.6 11,0 50 8
NONTENUREO

TENURE-TRACK 18.3 16.9 17.2 16.9 29.0 67.9 26.8NONTENURE-TRACK 10.7 9.2 26.7 8.3 22.3 21.1 22.4
.',:, SUBTOTAL 29.1 26.1 43.9 25.1 51.4 89.0 49.2

i
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. TABLE 29
HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY,

BY SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

ALL INSTITUTIONS

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL MEN WOMENFACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

-ALL DEPARTMENTS

DOCTORATE*
MASTER'S*
ALL OTHER

100.0 100.0
(N= 58,587) (N= 41,373)

63.6 70.1
33.8 27.9
2.S 2.0

100.0
IN= 2,877)

57.5
40.2
2.3

'100.0
(N= 38,496)

71.1
27.0
1.9

100.0
(N= 17,213)

47.9
48.0
4.1

100.0
al= 2,081)
40.4
54.3
5.2

100.0
(N=15.132)

48.9
47.1
4.0

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 .100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 28,076) (N= 17,648) (N= 770) (N= 16,878) (N= 10,428) (N='1,185) (N= 9,243)DOCTORATE* 52.7 61.3 41.2 62.2 38.1 27.4 39.5MASTER'S* ,
44.0 36.1 54.8 35.2 57,3 65.9 56.2ALL OTHER 3.4 2.7 4.0 2.6 4.6 6.7 4.3

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 , 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 13.613) (N= 11,606) (N= 730) (N=p10,876) (N= 2,006) (N= 203) (N= 1,803)DOCTORATE* 74.7 76.5 54.2 78.0 64.4 59.1 65.0MASTER'S* 23.8 22.1 44.1 20.6 33.6 40.9 32.8ALL OTHER 1.5 1.4 1.6 1.4 1.9 0.0 2.2
MODERN LANGUAGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 11,009) (N= 6,925) (N= 1,123) (N= 5,8C')' (N= 4,084) (N= 6,55) (N= 3,429)DOCTORATE* 70.2 76.2' 68.5 77.6 60.1 58.2 60.5MASTER'S* 27.5 22.7 30.5 21.2 35.6 37.6 35.3ALL OTHER 2.3 1.1 1.1 1.1 , 4.2 4.3 4.2
PHILOSOPHY 100.0' 1100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 5,889) (N= 5,194) (N= 254) (N= 4,940) (N= 695) (N= 38) (N= 657)DOCTORATE* 77.6 78.1 67.7 ' 78.6 74.7 36.8 76.7MASTER'S* 20.4 20.1 27.6 19.7 22.6 57.9 20.7ALL OTHER 2.0 1.9 4.7 1.7 2.7 , 5.3 2.6

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.



TABLE 30
HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY,

BY SEX AND MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL -MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 39,363) (N= 27.922) (N= 2,175) (N= 25.746) (N= 11.442) (N= 1.520) (N= 9,921)

DOCTORATE* 59.6 66.7 56.1 67.6 42..5 35.5 43.6
MASTER'S*- 37.2 30.9 41.1 30.1 52.5 58.8 51.5
ALL OTHER 3.2 2.4 2.8 2.4 5.0 5.7 4.9

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 20.066) , (N= 12.567) (N= 643) (N= 11.924) (N= 7.499) (N= 933) (N= 6.566)

DOCTORATE* 48.3 57.2 37.8 58.3 33.4 25.6 34.6
MASTER'S* 47.7 39.6 57.7 38.6 61.3 68.1 60.3
ALL OTHER 4.0 3.2

.

4.5 3.1 5.3 6.3 5.1
1

CA* 00

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 9.148) (N= 7,984) (N= 531) (N= 7.453) (N= 1.164) (N= 122) (N= 1.042)

DOCTORATE* 7).6 73.1 54.4 74.5 60.7 53.3 61.5
MASTER'S* 26.,4 25.0 43.3 23.7 35.9 46.7 34.6
ALL OTHER 2.1c 1.9 2.3 1.9 3.4 0.0 3.8

MODERN LANGUAGES: 100.0 100:0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 7.007) (N= 4,575) (N= 836) (N= 3,738) (N= 2.432) (N=- 436) (N= 1.996)

DOCTORATE* 68.4 74.0 66.5 75.7 57.7 51.4 59.1
MASTER'S* 29.0' 24.5 32.4 22.7 37.5 42.9 36.3
ALL OTHER 2.6 1.5 1.1 1.6 4.8 5.7 4.6

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 3,142) (N= 2,796) (N= 165) (N= 2,631) (N= 346) (N= 29) (Ng 317)

DOCTORATE* 77.8 98.5 80.6 78.3 71.7 41.4 74.4
MASTER'S* 19.6 19.2 i' 1 19.7 22.8 51.7 20.2
ALL OTHER 2.6 2.3 , 3 - 2.0 5.5 6.9 5.4

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS DF'ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 31
HIGHEST OEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY,

BY SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

* PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES
. *

HIGHEST OEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 11,992) (Nr 9,275) (N= 521) (N= 8,754) (N= 2,717) (N= 213) (N= 2,505)DOCTORATE* 85.7 90.5 86.4 90.8 69.4 72.8 69 1MASTER'S* 12.3 8.1 11.5 7.9 26.8 23.9 27.0ALL OTHER 1.9 1.3 2.1 1.3 3.8 3.3 3.9

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 5,147) (N= 3,704) (N= 118) (N= 3,586) (N= 1,443) (N= 74) (N= 1,369)DOCTORATE* 77.5 84.1 72.0 84.5 60.5 66.2 60.2MASTER'S* 19.9 14.1 26.3 13.7 34.9 29.7 35.2

1ALL OTHER 2.6 1.8 1.7 1.8 4.6 4.1 4.6 (.A

(.c)

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 2,706) (N= 2,433) (N= 112) (N= 2,321) (N= 274) (N= 23) (N= 251)DOCTORATE* 97.7 98.0 93.8 98.2 95.3 100.0 94.8MASTER'S* 2.0 1.8 ' 6.3 1.6 4.4 0.0 4.8ALL OTHER 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.4

AODERN LANCUAGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 2,994) (N= 2,114) (N= 259) (N= 1,854) (N= 881) (N= 110) (N= 771)DOCTORATE* 85.5 90.4 89.6 90.6 73.7 70.9 73.9MASTER'S* 12.0 7.6 8.5 7.4 22.5 25.5 22.0ALL OTHER 2.5 2.0 1.9 1.9 3.9 3.6 4.0

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 1,145) (N= 1,025) (N= 32) (N= 993) (N= 120) (N= 5) (N= 114).DOCTORATE* 94.9 S.;6,0 87.5 96.3 85.0 80.0 86.0MASTER'S* 3.1 2.8 3.1 2.8 11.7 20.0 11.4ALL OTHER 1.2 1.2 9.4 0.9 3.3 0.0 2.6

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES. r
NOTE: ONLY OEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.

ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDEO IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 32
HIGHEST DEGREE HELO BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY.

BY SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE OISTRIBUTION
PUBLIC FOUR YEAR COLLEGES

TOTAL MEN WOMEN
HIGHEST DEGREE HELO FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL OEPARTMENTS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 14,689) (N= 10.703) (N= 892) (N= 9,811) (N= 3,986) (N= 621) (N= 3,364)

DOCTORATE* 72.6 78.0 69.5 78.8 58.1 43.0 60.8
MASTER'S* 25.3 20.1 27.4 19.5 39.1 53.1 . 36.5
ALL OTHER 2.1 1.8 3.1 1.7 2.9 3.9 2.7

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 6,767) (N= 4,399) (N= 226) (N= 4.173) (N= 2,368) (N= 363) (N= 2,004)

DOCTORATE* 64.6 72.6 52.2 73.7 49.7 :2.2 '0,52.9
MASTER'S 32.6 25.1 42.5 24.1 46.5 62.0 43.8
ALL OTHER 2.8 ' 2.3 5.3 2.2 3.7 5.8 3.3

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 3,861) (N= 3,375) (N= 255) (N= 3.120) (N7, 487) (N= 66) (N= 420)

DOCTORATE 83.0 83.7 63.9 85.3 77.6 45.5 82.9
MASTER'S* 15.6 14.7' 32.2 13.2 22.2 54.5 17.4
ALL OTHER 1.4 1.6 3.9 1.4 0.2 0.0 0.0

MODERN LANGUAGES 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 2,720) (N= 1,739) (N= 323) (N= 1,417) (N= 981) (N= 178) (N= 803)

DOCTORATE 70.7 74.0 82.0 72.1 64.8 63.5 65.0
MASTER'S* 27.8 24.8 16.4 26.7 32.9 35.4 32.4
ALL OTHER 1.5 1.2 1.5 1.2 2.2 1.1 2.6

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 1,340) (N= 1,190) (N= 87) (N= 1,103). (N= 151) (N= 14) (N= 137)

DOCTORATE* 87.0 87.8 85.1 88.0 80.1 42.9 83.9
MASTER'S* 11.1 10.5 13.8 10.2 15.9 42.9 13.1
ALL OTHER 1.9 1.7 1.1 1.7 4.0 14.3 2.9

*DEGREE MAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY OEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MOOERN LANGUAGES.
ANO PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDEO IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 33
HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, .

BY SEX AND MINORITY STATUS. FALL 1975:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PUBLIC TWO YEAR COLLEGES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 12,682) (N= 7,944) (N= 763) (N= 7,161) (N= 4,739) (N= 687) (N= 4,052)DOCTORATE* 20.0 23.5 19.8 23.9 14.1 17.2 13.6MASTER'S* 74.5 72.1 77.2 71.5 78.5 74.7 7B.1ALL OTHER 5.G 4.5 3.0 4.6 7.4 8.2 7.3
ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 r 100.0(N= 8,153) (N= 4,464) (N= 4,165) (N= 3,688) (N= 496) (N= 3.193)DOCTORATE* 16.4 19.7

_299)-(14=
13.4 20.2 12.4 14.5 12 0MASTER'S* 77.8 75.1 81.6 74.7 81.0 78.2 81.5ALL OTHER 5.8 5.1 5.0 5.1 6.6 7.3 6 5

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 2,580) (N= 2,176) (N= 163) (N= 2.013) (N= 404) (N= 33) (N= 371)DOCTORATE* 27.1 29.0 12.9 30.3 16.8 33.3 15.1MASTER'S* 68.1 , 67.0 87.1 65.4 73.8 63.6 74.7ALL OTHER 4.9 4.0 0 0 4.4 9.4 3.0 10.2
MODERN LANGUAGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 1,293) (N= 722) (N= 254) (N= 468) (N= 571) (N= 149) (N= 422)DOCTORATE* 23.8 26.0 22.8 27.8 21.0 22.1 20.6MASTER'S* 71.1 73.1 77.2 70.9 68.3 64.4 69.7ALL OTHER 5.1 0.8 0.0 1.3 10.7 13.4 9.7
PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0(N= 657) (N= 582) (N= 47) (N= 535) (N= 76) (N= 9) (N= 66)DOCTORATE* 28.8 28.4 66.0 25.0 31.6 22.2 34.8MASTER'S* 64.5 65.8 14.9 70.3 53.9 88.9 50.0ALL OTHER 6.7 5.8 19.1 4.7 14.5 0.0 15.2

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 34
HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY,

BY SEX AND MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

. PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS

.

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0
(N= 19.223)

100.0
(N= 13.452)

100.0
(N= 702) (N=

100.0
12.750)

100.0
(N= 5.771)

100.0
(N= 561)

100.0
(N= 5,211)

DOCTORATE* 71.7 77.3 61.7 78.2 58.5 53.7 59.0
MASTER'S* 26.9 21.7 37.5 20.8 39.1 42.2 38.8
ALL OTHER 1.4 1.0 0.9 1.0 2.4 4.1 2.3

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 8,010) (N= 5,081) (N= 127) (N= 4,954) (N= 2.929) (N= 252) (N= 2.677)

DOCTORATE* 63.5 71.2 58.3 71.6 50.1 34.5 51.5
MASTER'S 34.6 27.4 40.2 27.0 47.1 57.5 46.1
ALL OTHER 1.9 1.4 1.6 1.4 2.9 7.9 2.4

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100_0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 4.465) (N= 3.623) (N= 199) (N= 3.423) (N= 842) (N= 81) (N= 761)

DOCTORATE* 81.1 83.8 53.8 85.6 69.6 69.1 69.8
MASTER'S* 18.5 15.7 46.2 13.9 30.4 32.1 ,30.2
ALL. OTHER 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0

MODERN LANGUAGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 4,002) (N= 2.350) (N= 287) (N= 2.063) (N= 1.651) (N= 218) (N= 1.433)

DOCTORATE* 73.4 80.3 74.6 81.1 63.7 72.0 62.5
MASTER'S* 24.9 19.3 24.7 18.5 32.9 27.1 33.8
ALL OTHER 1.7 0.4 0.7 0.3 3.4 0.9 3.7

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 2,747) (N= 2.398) (N= 89) (N= 2.309) (N= 349) (N= 9) (N= 340)

DOCTORATE* 77.5 77.5 43.8 78.8 77.7 22.2 78.8
MASTER:5* 21.3 21.1 56.2 19.7 22.3 77.8 21.2
ALL OTHER 1.2* 1.4 0.0 1,4 0.0 0.0 0.0

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 35
HIGHEST OEGREE HELP BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY.

BY SEX AND MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(W.' 4.612) (N= 3',^4) (N= 2151 (N= 3,389) (N= 1,008) (N= 108) (N= 900)DOCTORATE* 90.4, 93.1 80.9 93.8 80:8 74.1 81.7MASTER'S* 8.4 6.0 16.3 5.4 16.7 23.1 15.9ALL OTHER

c
1.3 0.9 2 8 0.8 2.6 2:8 2.4

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 1,654) (N= 1,259) (N= 46) (N= 1,213) (N= 395) (N= 29) (N= 365)DOCTORATE* P 87.2 90.0 60.9 91.0 78.7 58.6 80.3MASTER'S* 11.6 8.9 32.6 8.0 20.3 41.4 18.6ALL OTHER . 1.1 1.1 6.5 1.0 1.0 0.0 1.1

HISTORY . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 46 100.0
(N= 1,117) (N= 990) (N= 50) (N= 940) (N= 128) (N= 20) (N= 108)DOCTORATE* 96.8 96.8 94.0 96.9 96.1 100.0 96.3MASTER'S* 2.9 2.7 4.0 2.7 3.1 0.0 3.7ALL OTHER 0.4 0.5 2.0 0.4 0.8 0.0 0.0

MODERN LANGUAGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= '1.173) (N= 754) (N= 100) (N=. 654) (N= 419) (N= 57) (N= 362)DOCTORATE* 85.3 90.6 84.0 91.7 75.7 70.2, 76.5MASTER'S* 12.0 8.1 14.0 7.2 19.1 22.8 18.2ALL OTHER 2.6 1.3 2.0 1.1 5.3 7.0 - 5.2

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 668) (N= 601) (N= 19) (N= 582) (N= 68) (N= 2) (N= 65)DOCTORATE* 96.3 96.5 78.9 97.1 92..6 100.0 93.8MASTER'S' 3.3 2.8 15.8 2.4 5.9 0.0 6.2ALL OTHER 0.4 0.7 5.3 0.5 1.5 0.0 0.0

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 36
HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY,

BY SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION

* PRIVATE FOUR YEAR COLLEGES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL

FACULTY
MEN WOMEN

SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS

DOCTORATE
MASTER'S*
ALL OTHER

ENGLISH

DOCTORATE*
MASTER'S
ALL OTHEP

HISTORY

DOCTORATE
MASTER'S*
ALL OTHER

.MODERN LANGUAGES

DOCTORATE*
MASTER'S*
ALL OTHER

PHILOSOPHY

DOCTORATE*
MASTER'S*
ALL OTHER

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 13,229) (N= 9,098) (N= 428) (N= 8.670) (N= 4,131) (N= 433) (N= 3,698)

70.7 75.8 60.5 76.5 59.6 51.0 60.5
28.4 23.6 39.5 22.8 39.1 49.0 37.9
0.9 0.7 0.0 , 0.7 1.3 0.0 1.5

100.0 100.0 100 0 .. 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 5,487) (N= 3,447) (N= 81) (N= 0,366) (N= 2,040) (N= '203) (N= 1,838)

63.5 69.9 55.6 70.2 52.7 34.0 54.8
35.8 29.6 44.4 29.3 46.3 66.0 44.1
0.7 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 1.1 .4.

.4.

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 3,071) (N= 2,416) (N= 130) (N= 2,286)

80.9 83.6 46.2 85.7
18.7 15.9 53.8 13.7
0.4 0.5 0.0 0.6

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 2,750) (N= 1,557) (N= 187) (N= 1,370)

69.1 76.1 69.5 77.0
29.7 23.9 30.5 23.0
1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0

100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 655) (N= 62) (N= 5i'4)

70., 7 58.1 71.9
29.5 41.9 28.1
0.0 0.0 0.0

100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 1,193) (N= 162) (N= 1,032)

59.9 71.6 57.9
37.2 27.8 38.7
2.8 0.6 3.4

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 1,921) tN= 1,679) (N= 30) (N= 1,648) (N= 242) (N= 7) (N= 235).

77.4 76.2 80.0 76.2 85.5 0.0 88.1
21.0 22.0 23.3 22.0 14.5 100.0 11.9
1.6 1.8 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 37
HIGHEST OEGREE HELO BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY.

BY SEX ANO MINORITY STATUS, FALL 1979:
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PRIVATE TWD YEAR CDLLEGES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD
TOTAL MEN WOMEN

FACULTY SUBTOTAL MINORITY ytNONMINDRITY SUBTOTAL MINORITY NONMINORITY

ALL DEPARTMENTS 100.0
(N= 1,383)

100.0
(N= 751)

100.0
(N= 59) (N=

100.0
691)

100.0
(N= 632)

100.0
(N= 20)

100.0
(N= 612)DOCTORATE* 18.6 21.0 0.0 22.9 15.7 0.0 16.2MASTER'S* 74.3 73.6 100.0 71.5 75.0 0.0 77.5ALL OTHER 7.2 5.3 0.0 5.6 9.3 100.0 6.4

ENGLISH 100.0 100.0 100:0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 869) (N= 375) (N= 0) (N= 375) (N= 494) (N= 20) (N= 474)DOCTORATE* 18.2 21.1 0.0 21.1 16.0 0.0 16.7MASTER'S* 70.4 68.5 0.0 68.5 72.1 0.0 75.1ALL OTHER 11.4 10.4 0.0 10.4 11.9 100.0 8.2

HISTORY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 277) (N= 217) (N= 20) (N= 198) (N= 59., (M= 0) (N= 59)DOCTORATE* 21.3 27.2 0.0 29.8 0.0 0.0 0.0MASTER'S* 78.3 112.8 100.0 69.7 100.0 0.0 100.0ALL OTNER 0.4 0,0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0

MODERN LANdUWGES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 79)-- (N= 40) (N= 0) (N= 40) (N= 40) (N= 0) (N= 40)

DOCTORATE* 50.6 50.0 --0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 50.0MASTER'S* 50.6 50.0 0.0 50070 50.0 0.0 50.0ALL OTHER 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0- 0.0 0.0

PHILOSOPHY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N= 158) (N= 119) (N= 40) (N= 79) (N= 40) (N= 0) (N= 40)DOCTORATE* 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0MASTER'S* 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0ALL OTHER 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES.

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MOOERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 38

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

ALL INSTITUTIONS

HIGIjEST DEGREE HELD

TOTAL
FACULTY

TENURED NONTENURED
(TENURE-TRACK &
NONTENURE-TRACK)SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR

ASSOCIATE
PROFESSOR

' OTHER ,

TENURED
N % N % N % N % N % N %

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 58.587 100.0 42.376 72.3 16.133 27.5 15.604 26.6 10.639 18.2 16.209 27.7
DOCTORATE 37,258 100 0 28.860 77.5 14,303 38.4 11.640 31.2 2.917 7.8 8,397 22.5
MASTER'S* 19.807 100.0 12.620 63.7 1,670 8.4 3.731 18.8 7,219 36.4 7,186 36.3
ALL OTHER 1,522 100.0 896 58.9 160 10.5 233 15.3 503 33.0 626 41.1

ENGLISH
TOTAL 28,076 100.0 19.230 68.5 6,460 23.0 6.633 23 6 6,137 21 9 8,846 31.5
DOCTORATE 14,785 100.0 11,027 74.6 5,340 36.1 4,428 29.9 1.259 8.5 3,759 25.4
MASTER'S 12.341 100.0 7,650 62.0 1.039 8.4 2,079 16.8 4.532 36.7 4.690 38.0
ALL OTHER 950 10040 553 58.2 81 8.5 126 13 3 346 36 4 397 41 8

HISTORY
TOTAL 13,613 100.0 10,906 80.1 5.018 36.9 3,976 29.2 1.912 14.0 2.707 19.9
DOCTORATE 10,170 100 0 8,479 83.4 4.658 45.8 3.168 31.2 653 S.4 1.691 16.6
MASTER'S* 3.237 100 0 2,248 69.4 306 9.5 749 23.1 1.193 36.9 990 30.6
ALL OTHER 206 100.0 179 86 9 54 26.2 59 28.6 66 32.0 26 12.6

MODERN LANGUAGES
TOTAL 11,009 100.0 8,063 73.2 2,808 25.5 3.322 30.2 1,933 17 6 2.945 26:8
DOCTORATE 7,730 100.0 5,912 76.5 2,572 33.3 2,632 34.0 708 9.2 1.817 23.5
MASTER'S* 3.029 100.0 2.025 66.9 219 7.2 655 21.6 1.151 38.0 1.003 33.1
ALL OTHER 250 100.0 126 50.4 17 6.8 35 14.0 74 29.6 125 50.0

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 5,889 100.0 4,179 71.0 1.849 31.4 1,673 28.4 657 11.2 1.711 29.1
DOCTORATE 4,572 100.0 3,443 75.3 1.733 37.9 1,413 30.9 297 6.5 1,129 24.7
MASTER'S* 1,200 100.0 698 58.2 106 8.8 248 20.7 344 28.7 503 41.9
ALL OTHER 117 100.0 38 32.5 10 8.5 12 10.3 16 13.7 79 67.5

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 39

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

TENURED NONTENUREDTOTAL ASSOCIATE OTHER (TENURE-TRACK &FACULTY SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR PROFESSOR TENURED NONTENURE-TRACK)HIGHEST DEGREE HELD N 7. N 7. N % N % N % N %

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 19,363 100.0 29.580 75.1 10,473 26.6 10.350 26.3 8.757 22.2 9.783 24.9DOCTORATE 23.480 100.0 18,771 79.9 9.009 38.4 7,493 31.9 2.269 9.7 4,709 20.1MASTER'S 14,634 100.0 10.010 68 4 1.324 9.0 2.646 18.1 6,040 41 3 4.624 31.6ALL OTHER 1,249 100.0 799 64.0 140 11 2 211 16.9 448 35.9 450 36.0

ENGLISH
TOTAL 20.066 100 0 14.335 71.4 4.437 22.1 4.609 23.0 5.289 26 4 5.732 28.6DOCTORATE 9.700 100.0 7.452 76.8 3.489 36.0 2.961 30.5 1.002 10.3 2.248 23.2MASTER'S 9.572 100.0 6,361 66.5 874 9.1 1.531 16.0 3.956 41.3 3,211 33 5ALL OTHER 794 100.0 522 65.7 74 9.3 117 14.7 331 41.7 273 34.4

HISTORY
TOTAL 9.148 100.0 7.471 81.7 3.279 35.8 2.636 28.8 1,556 17.0 1.678 18.3DOCTORATE 6.546 100 0 5.555 84.9 2.981 45.5 2.050 31 3 524 8.0 991 15.1MASTER'S 2,413 100.0 1.746 72.4 251 10.4 529 21 9 966 40.0 667 27 6ALL OTHER 189 100.0 170 89.9 47 24.9 57 30.2 66 34.9 20 10.6

--
MODERN LANGUAGES
TOTAL 7,007 100.0 5.371 76.7 1.812 25.9 2.113 30.2 1.446 20.6 1,636 23.3DOCTORATE 4,791 100 0 3,828 79 9 1..6,53 34.5 1,664 34.7 511 10 7 963 20 1MASTER'S 2.033 100.0 1.458 71.7 145 7.1 418 20.6 895 44,0 574 28.2ALL OTHER 183 100 0 85 46.4 14 7.7 31 16.9 40 21.9 99 54.1

PHILOSOPHY
I

TOTAL 3,142 100.0 2.406 76.6 946 30.1 993 31.6 467 .14.9 736 23.4DOCTORATE 2.443 100.0 1,936 79.2 887 36.3 817 33.4 232 9 5 507 20.8MASTER'S 616 100.0 443 71.9 53 8.6 167 27.1 223 36.2 173 28.1ALL OTHER 83 100.0 27 32.5 6 7.2 9 10.8 12 14.5 56 67.5

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 40

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979

PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES
r

-

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD

TOTAL
FACULTY

TENURED NONTENUREO
(TENURE-TRACK &
NONTENURE-TRACK)SUBTOTAL °ROFESSOR

ASSOCIATE
P'-FESSOR

OTHER
TENURED

N % N % N °e N ^,4 N % N .%
.

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 11,992 100 0 8.808 73 4 4.035 33.6 3,719 31.0 1.054 8 8 3.184 26 6
DOCTORATE 10.282 100 0 8.037 78 2 3.901 37 9 3.5'4 .14 2 622 6 0 2.244 21 8
MASTER'S 1,481 100 0 670 45 2 112 7 6 184 12.4 374 25.3 811 54 8
ALL OTHER 229 100.0 101 44.1 22 9 6 21 9.2 58 25 3 ; 129 56 3

ENGLISH
TOTAL 5,147 100 0 3.515 68 3 1.509 29 3 1.530 29.7 476 9 2 1.632 31.7
DOCTORATE 3.989 100.0 3.009 75.4 1.395 35.0 1,380 34.6 234 5 9 980 24.6
MASTER'S 1.025 100 0 438 42.7 96 9 4 132 12.9 210, 20 5 586 57.2 I

.t:I.

ALt. OTHER 133 100 0 68 51 1 18 13 5 18 13 5 32 24 1 66 49.6 03

,

HISTORY \

TOTAL 2.706 100 0 2.233 82 5 1.225 45 3 865 32.0 143 5 3 473 17 5
DOCTORATE* 2.645 100.0 2.206 83 4 1.220 46 1 862 32 6 124 4 7 439 16.6
MASTER'S 55 100 0 24 43.6 4 7 3 3 5.5 17 30 9 29 52 7
ALL OTHER 6 100 0 3 50.0 1 16.7 0 0.0 2 33.3 5 83.3

MODERN LANGUAGES
TOTAL 2.994 100 0 2.168 72 4 867 29 0 942 31 5 359 12 0

. 828 27 7
DOCTORATE* 2.560 100 0 1.954 76.3 856 33 4 900 35 2 198 7.7 606 23.7
MASTER'S* 359 100.0 186 51.8 9 2.5 40 11.1 137 38 2 172 47.9
ALL OTHER 75 100 0 28 37.3 2 2 7 2 2 7 24 32 0 50 66.7

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 1,145 100.0 893 78.0 435 38 0 382 33 4 76 6 6 252 22.0
DOCTORATE* 1,087 100.0 868 79.9 431 39 7 372 34.2 65 6.0 219 20.1
MASTER'S* 44 100.0 21 47.7 3 6.8 9 20 5 9 20 5 23 52.3
ALL OTHER 14 100.0 4 28.6 1 7 1 1 7.1 2 14-3 10 71.4

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN TH'_ HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 41

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

PUBLIC FOUR YEAR COLLEGES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD

TOTAL
FACULTY

TENURED NONTENURED
(TENURE-TRACK &
NONTENURE-TRACK)SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR

ASSOCIATE
PROFESSOR

OTHER
TENURED

N X N % N % N % N % N %

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 14.689 100 0 11.593 78.9 4.659 31 7 4.473 30.5 2.461 16 8 3.096 21 1 .DOCTORATE 10.665 100 0 8.890. 83 4 4.394 41.2 3.586 33 6 910 8 5 1.775 16 6MASTER'S' 3.711 100 0 2.497 8.7.3" 182 4.9 835 22.5 1.480 39 9 1.215 32.7ALL OTHER 313 100 0 206 65.8 83 26.5 52 16 6 71 22 7 106 33 9

ENGLISH
TOTAL- 8.767 100 0 5.114 75 6 1.894 28 0 1.866 27 6 1.354 20.0 1.654 24 4DOCTORATE 4.373 100.0 3.544 81.0 1.723 39.4 1.427 32.6 394 9.0 829 19.0

$MASTER'S 2.204 100 0 1.448 65.7 123 5.6 411 13 6 914 41.5 756 34 3 a
ALL OTHER 190 160.0 122 64 2 48 25.3 28 14.7 46 24.2 69 36.3

HISTORY
TOTAL 3,861 100 0 3.235 83.8 1.607 41 6 1.240 32 1 388 10 0 626 16 2DOCTORATE 3.203 100 0 2.789 87 1 1.564 48 8 1,,043 32 6 182 5 7 414 12 9MASTER'S 603 100 0 405 67.2 19 3.2 190 31.5 196 32.5 198 32.8ALL OTHER 55 100 0 41 74.5 24 43 6 7 12 7 10 18 2 14 25 5

e-
MODERN LANGUAGES
TOTAL 2.720 100 0 2.199 80.8 725 26.7 916 33 7 558 20.5 522 19.2DOCTORATE 1.923 100 0 1.614 83 9 684 35 6 704 36.6 226 11 8 309 16 1MASTER'S* 753 100 0 558 73.9 34 4 5 203 26 9 321 42 5 198 26 2ALL OTHER 42 100 0 27 64 3 7 16 7 9 21 4 11 26 2 15 35 7

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 1.340 100 0 1.046 78 1 433 32 3 452 33.7 161 12 0 294 21 9
DOCTORATE 1.166 100 0 944 81 0 422 36 2 413 35 4 109 9 3 223 19 1MASTER'S 149 100 0 85 57 0 6 4 0 31 20.8 48 32 2 63 42 3ALL OTHER 25 100 0 17 68 0 5 20 0 8 32 0 4 16 0 8 32 0

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY
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TABLE 42

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

PUBLIC TWO YEAR COLLEGES

TENURED
NONTENUREDTOTAL ASSOCIATE IIOTHER (TENURE-TRACK &FACULTY SUBTOTAL . PROFESSOR PROFESSOR TENURED NONTENURE-1RACK)HIGHEST DEGREE HELD N

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 12.682 100 0 9.179 72.4 1,779 14 0 2,158 17 0 5.242 41.3 3.503 27.6DOCTORATE 2,533 100 0 1,842 72 7 714 28 2 392 15 5 736 29 1 690 27.2MASTER'S 9.442 100.0 6.844 72.5 1.030 10.9 1.627 17.2 4,187 44.3 2;598 27.5ALL OTHER 707 100 0 493 69.7 35 5 0 139 19 7 319 45.1 215 30 4
ENGLISH
TOTAL 8.153 100 0 5;706 70 0 1,035 12 7 1.212 14 9 3;459 42 4 2,447 30.0DOCTORATE* 1,338 100 0 898 67.1 370 27.7 154 11 5 374 28 0 439 32.8 0
MASTER'S 6.344 100.0 4,475 70.5 655 10.3 988 15 6 2,832 44 6 1.868 29.4 8ALL OTHER . 471 100 0 333 70.7 10 2.1 70 14 9 253 53.7 140 29.7 '

HISTORY
TOTAL 2;580 100 0 2,002 77.6 447 17.3 530 20.5 1.025 39.7 578 2.2.4DOCTORATE . 698 100 0 561 80 4 197 28.2 146 20.9 218 31.2 138 19.8MASTER'S 1.756 100.0 1.316 74.9 228 13.0 336 19.1 752 42.8 439 25.0ALL OTHER 126 100.0 125 99.2 22 17-5 48 38 1 55 43.7 1 0.8
MODERN'LANGUAWES
TOTAL 1.293 100 C. 1.006 77.8 220 17.0 256 19.8 536 41.0 287 22.2DOCTORATE* 308 100.0 260 84 4 113 36.7 60 19 5 87 28.2 48 15.6MASTER'S 919 100.0 714 77.7 103 11.2 175 19.0 436 47.4 204 22.2ALL OTHER 66 100.0 32 48 5 4 6.1 21 31.8 7 10.6 35 53.0
PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 657 100.0 467 71.1 78 11.9 160 24.4 229 34.9 190 28.9DOCTORATE 189 100.0 125 56.1 34 18.0 33 17.5 .58 30.7 65 34.4MAS-ER'S 424 100.0 337 79.5 44 10.4 127 30.0 166 39.2 87 20.5ALL OTHER 44 100.0 5 11.4 - 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 11.4 38 86.4

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORT, MODERN LANGUAGES.AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 43

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
8Y RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS

TENURED NONTENUREO
TOTAL ASSOCIATE OTHER (TENURE-TRACK &
FACULTY SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR PROFESSOR TENURED NONTENURE-TRACK)

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD N N 1 N % N % N % N

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 19.223 100.0 12,796 66.6 5.660 29.4 5,254 27.3 1,882 9 8 6.426 33.4
DOCTORATE* 13,778'100.0 10,091 73.2 5,295 38.4 4.148 30.1 648 4.7 3.687 26.8
MASTER'S* 5,173 100.0 2,610 50.5 346 6.7 1.085 21 0 ,., 1,179 22.8 2.562 49.5
ALL OTHER 272 100.0 95 34.9 19 7.0 21 7.7 55 20.2 177 65.'1

ENGLISH
TOTAL 8.010 100.0 4.897 61.1 2,023 25.3 2,025 25.3 849 10 6 3,114 38.9
DOCTORATE* 5.085 100.0 3.575 70.3 1,851 36.4 1.467 28.8 X257 5.1 1,511 29.7
MASTER'S* 2.769 100.0 1.289 46.6 165 6.0 548 19.8 .576 20.8 1.479. 53.4
ALL OTHER 156 100.0 33 21.2 7 4.5 10 6.4 16 10.3 124 79.5

. HISTORY
TOTAL 4,465 100 0 3,436 77.0 1.739 38 9 1,340 30.0 357 8.0 1.029 23.0
DOCTORATE* 3,623 100.0 2,923 80.7 1,677 46.3 1,117 30.8 129 3 6 700 19.3
MASTER'S' 824 100.0 502 60.9 55 6.7 220 26.7 227 27 5 323 39.2
ALL OTHER 18 100.0 11 61.1 7 38.9 3 16.7 1 5.6 6 33.3

MODERN LANGUAGES \
TOTAL 4,002\100.0 2.692 67.3 996 24.9 1.209 30.2 437 12.2 1,308 32.7
DOCTORATE* 2.939 100.0 2,085 70.9 920 31.3 968 32.9 197 6.7 854 29.1
MASTER'S* 996 100.0 567 56.9 74 7 4 237 23.8 256 25.7 430 43 2
ALL OTHER 67 100.0 40 59.7 2 3.0 4 6.0' 34 50.7 24 35.8

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 2,747 100 0 1.772 64.5 902 32.8 680 24 8 190 6 9 975 35 5
DOCTORATE* 2,130 100 0 1.508 70.8 847 39.8 595 27.9 66 3.1 622 29.2
14t4STER'5* 584 100.0 254 43.5 52 8.9 81 13.9 121 20 7 330 56.5
ALL OTHER 33 100.0 10 30 3 3 9.1 4 12.1 3 9 1 23 69.7

*DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 44

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979

PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES *

HIGHEST DEGREE HELO

TOTAL
FACULTY

TENURED NONTENURED
(TENURE-TRACK &
NONTENURE-TRACK)SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR

ASSOCIATE
PROFESSOR

OTHER
TENURED

N % N N %1 N % N % N

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 4,612 100 0 3,189 69.1 1.713 37.1 1.190 25.8 286 6 2 1,421 30.8DOCTORATE 4,168 100.0 2.973 71,3 1,666 40 0 1,133 27 2 174 4.2 1,196 28.7MASTER'S 386 100 0 179 46 4 35 9 1 49 12.7 95 24 6 207 53 6ALL OTHER 58 100 0 37 63 8 12 20.7 8 13 8 17 29.3 18 31.0

ENGLISH
TOTAL 1,654 100.0 1,109 67.0 586 35.4 412 24 9 111 6 7 544 32.9DOCTORATE* 1,443 100.0 999 69.2 555 38.5 382 26.5 62 4.:1) 445 30.8MASTER'S 192 100.0 98 51.0 25 13.0 26 13.5 47 24.5 94 49.0ALL OTHER 19 100 0 12 63.2 6 31.6 4 21,1 2 10 5 5 26 3

HISTORY
TOTAL 1,117 1.00.0 846 75.7 509 45.6 299 26.8 38 3.4 271 24.3DOCTORATE! 1.081 100.0 830 76.8 506 46.8 295 27 3 29 2.7 251 23.2MASTER'S* 32 100.0 13 40.6 2 6.3 3 9 4 8 25 0 19 59,4ALL OTHER 4 100.0 3 75.0 1 25.0 1 25 0 25.0 1 25 0

MODERN LANGUAGES
TOTAL 1,173 100.0 750 63.9 343 29.2 310 26.4 97 8.3 422 36.0DOCTORATE. 1,001 100.0 672 67.1 335 33.5 287 28 7 50 5 0 329 32 9MASTER'S 141 100 0 60 42.6 7 5.0 19 13 5 34 24 1 82 58.2ALL OTHER 31 100.0 18 58 1 1 3 2 4 12 9 13 41 9 11 35 5

PHILOSOPHY
1TOTAL" 668 100.0 484 72.5 275 41.2 170 25.4 39 5 8 184 27.5643 100.0 472 73 4 270 42.0 169 26.3 33 5 1 171 26 6

\OOCARATE*
MASTER'S 22 100.0 9 40.q 1 4.5 1 4 5 7 31 8 13 59.1ALL OTHER 3 100.0 3 100.0 4 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0

DEGREE WAS-EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES,
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 45

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
8Y RANK ANO TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979:

PRIVATE FOUR YEAR COLLEGES *

TENURED NONTENURED
TOTAL ASSOCIATE OTHER (TENURE-TRACK &
FACULTY SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR PROFESSOR TENURED NONTENURE-TRACK)

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 13,229 100.0 9.251 69.9 3.907 29.5 3.965 30.0 1.373 10.4 3,978 30.1
DOCTORATE 9,353 100.0 7.040 75.3 3.610 38.6 2,976 31,8 454 4.9 2.314 24.7
MASTER'S* 3.760 100.0 2.156 57.3 292 7 8 977 26.0 887 23.6 1,604 42.7
ALL OTHER 116 100.0 55 47.4 5 4.3 12 10.3 38 32.8 60 51.7

ENGLISH
TOTAL 5.487 100.0 3.629 66 1 1,436 26.2 1.534 28.0 659 12 0 1.859 33.9
DOCTORATE 3,484 100.0 2.556 73.4 1,296 37.2 1,066 30.6 194 5.6 928 26.6
MASTER'S 1,965 100.0 1.052 53.5 1404 7.1 ' 462 23.5 450 22.9 912 46.4
ALL OTHER 38 100.0 21 55.3 0 0.0 6 15 8 15 39.5 50.0

HISTORY
TOTAL 3.071 100.0 2.451 79 8 1,190 38.7 1,022 33.3 239 7 8 619 20.2
DOCTORATE 2,483 10U.0 2.053 82.7 1,152 46.4 802 32.3 99 4.0 429 17.3
MASTER'S 575 100.0 389 67.7 33 5.7 216 37.6 140 24.3 186 32.3
ALL OTHER . 13 100.0 9 69.2 5 38.5 4 30.8 0 0.0 4 30.8

// MODERN LANGUAGES
' TOTAL 2,750 100 0 1.923 69.9 653 23.7 900 32.7 370 13 5 828 30 1

DOCTOR404 1.899 100.0 1.393 73.4 585 30.8 681 35.9 127 6 7 506 26.6
MASTER'S' 816 100.0 507 62.1 67 8.2 218 26.7 222 27,2 308 37.7
ALL OTHER 35 100 0 23 65.7 1 2.9 '

1 2.9 21 60'.0 14 40.0

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 1.921 100 0 1,249 65.0 628 32 7 510 26.5 111 5.8 672 35.0
DOCTORATE 1,487 100.0 1,035 69.6 576 38.7 1 426 28.6 33 2.2 451 30.3
MASTER'S 404 100.0 205 50.7 51 12.6 80 19.8 74 18.3 198 49.0
ALL OTHER 30 100.0 9 30 0 1 3.3 4 13.3 4 13.3 23 76.7

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 46

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY
BY RANK AND TENURE STATUS. FALL 1979

PRIVATE TWO YEAR COLLEGES

HIGHEST DEGREE HELD

TOTAL
FACULTY

TENURED NONTENURED
(TENURE-TRACK &
NONTENURE-TRACK)SUBTOTAL PROFESSOR

ASSOCIATE
PROFESSOR

OTHER
TENURED

N % N N % N % N % N %

ALL DEPARTMENTS
TOTAL 1,383 100.0 356 25.7 40 2.9 99 7.2 217 15.7 1,027 74.3
DOCTORATE 257 100 0 80 31.1 20 7 8 40 15 6 20 7 8 178 69.3
MASTER'S 1,027 100 0 277 27 0 20 1 9 59 5 7 198 19.3 751 73.1
ALL OTHER 99 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0 0 0 98 99 0

ENGLISH
TOTAL 869 100 0 158 18.2 0 0 0 79 9 1 79 9.1 711 81 8
DOCTORATE* 158 100 0 20 12.7 0 0.0 20 12 7 0 0.0 138 87 3
MASTER'S 612 100 0 138 22 5 0 0.0 59 9 6 79 12.9 474 77.5
ALL OTHER 99 100.0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 99 100 0

HISTORY
TOTAL 277 100 0 139 50.2 40 14 4 20 7.2 79 28.5 138 49 8
DOCTORATE 59 100.0 40 67.8 20 33.9 20 33 9 0 0 0 20 33.9
MASTER'S 217 100.0 99 45.6 20 9.2 0 0.0 79 36 4 119 54.8
ALL OTHER 1 100,0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 0

MODERN LANGUAGES
/TOTAL 79 100 0 20 25.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 25 3 59 74.7

DOCTORATE 40 100.0 1 20 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 50.0 20 50.0
MASTER'S 40 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 O 0 0 0 0.0 40 100.0
ALL OTHER 0 100.0 0 C.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 100.0

PHILOSOPHY
TOTAL 158 100 0 40 25.3 0 0.0 0 0.,d 40 25.3 119 75.3
DOCTORATE 0 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
MASTER'S 158 100 0 40 25.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 40 25 3 119 75.3
ALL OTHER 0 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.0 0 0.0

DEGREE WAS EARNED IN THE HUMANITIES

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH AND AMERICAN LITERATURE, HISTORY, MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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TABLE 47

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION DF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY HIRED FOR AY 1979-1980
AND EXPECTED TD BE HIRED FOR AY 1980-81,

BY TENURE STATUS AND INSTITUTIONAL CATEGORY
ALL DEPARTMENTS

1979-80 1980-81
'TENURED TENURED

TOTAL DR IN NOT IN TOTAL DR IN NOT IN
CATEGORY NI' % TENURE TRACK ,TENURE TRACK N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK4

TOTAL 3,6'8, 100 0 45 9 54 1 3.199 100 0 51 4 8 6
PUBLIC 2,211 100 0 43 2 56 8 1,970 100 0 51 1 48 9

UNIV-RSITIES 886 100 0 37 1 62 9 874 100 0 49 9 50 1FOUR -YEAR COLLEGES 745 100 0 4,, 1 55 9 604 100 0 41 6 58 4TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 580 100 0 51 1 48 9 491 100 0 65 1 34 9

PRIVATE 1.447 100 0 50 1 49 9 1.230 100 0 52 0 48 0

UNIVERSITIES 400 100 0 56 7 43 3 409 100 0 54 7 45 3
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 968 100 0 51 5 48 5 762 100 0 54 6 45 4TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 79 100 0 0 0 100 0 59 100 0 0 0 100 0

NOTE ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LUIFRATURE, HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY

TABLE 48

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY HIRED FOR AY 1979-1980
AND EXPECTED TO BE HIRED FOR AY 1980-81.

BY TENURE STATUS AND INSTITUTIONAL CATEGOR'
ENGLISH DEPARTMENTS

1979-80 1980-81
TENURED TENURED

TOTAL DR IN NO IN TOTAL OR IN NUT IN
CATEGORY N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRAC'. N % TENURE TRACK TENURE.TPACK

TOTAL ^.055 100 0 41.9 58 1 1.634 100 0 44 0 56 0

PUBLIC 1.308 100 0 40.6 59 4 1.090 100 D 41 9 58 1

UNIVERSITIES 443 100 0 33.7 66 3 405 100 0 37 9 62 1

FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 366 100 0 40 8 59 2 329 100 0 34 0 66 0
TWO-'EAR COLLEGES 500 100 0 46 5 53 5 355 100 0 53 8 eve 2

PRIVATE 747 100 0 44 3 55 7 544 100 0 48 2. 51 B

UNIVERSITIES 145 100 0 58.6 41 4 161 100 0 49 3 50 7
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 523 100 0 47.0 53.0 343 100.0 53.2 46
TWO-YEAR C-ILEGES 79 100.0 0.0 100.0 40 100.0 0.0 100.0



TABLE 49

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF4FULL'TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY HIRED FOR AY 1979-1980
ANb EXPECTED TO BE HIRED FOR AY 1980 -81.

BY TENURE STATUS AND INSTITUTIONAL CATEGORY
HISTORY DEPARTMENTS

CATEGORY

- 1979-80 1980-81.
TENURED TENURED. I

TOTAL OR IN NOT IN TOTAL OR IN NOT IN 1

I

N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK

TOTAL 453 100 0 47 0 53 0 , 515 100 0 56 8 43.2

PUBLIC 318 100.0 42 9 57.1 286 100 0 63.4 36 6

UNIVERSITIES 144 100 0 40 2 59.8 121 100.0 '59 5 40,5
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 169 100 0 46 6 53 4 105 100 0 49 0 51 0
TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 6 100 0 0.0 100.0 59 100.0 97.0 3 0

PRIVATF 135 100 0 56 7 43 3 - 229 190 0' 48.6 51 4
. .

UNIVERSITIES 71 100 0 55 4 44 6 .; 92 100 0 53 6 46 4
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES 64 100 0 58 1 41.9 118 100 0 52 8 47 2
TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 0 100 0 0.0 0 0 20 100.0 0 0 100.0

1

6

TABLE 50

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FUII-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY HIRED FOR AY 1979-1980
AND EXPECT"; TO BE HIRED FOR AY 1980-81,,

BY TENURE STATUS AND INSTITUTIONAL CATEGORY.
MODERN LANGUAGES DEPARTMENTS

CATEGORY

1979-80 1980-81
TENURED TENURED

TOTAL OP IN NOT IN TOTAL OP IN NOT IN .

N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK

TOTAL

PUBLIF

UNIVERSITIES
FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES
TWO-YEAR COLLEGES

PRIVATE

UNIVERSITIES
FCUR-YEAR COLLEGES
TWO-,YEAP COLLEGES

694 100 0

383 100.0

196 100.0
141 .100 0
45 100 0

311 100.0

109 100 0
202 100.0

0 100.0

54.4 45.6 628 100.0

49.2 50.8 357 100.0

41.7 58 3 207 100.0
-49 6 50.4 106 100.0
80.7' 19 3 44 100.0 ..

60.7 39.3 r 271 100.0

66 0 311.0 97 100.0
57.8 42 2 174 100 0
0.0 0.0 0 100.0

63.9 36 1,

59.7 40.3

60 5
46.3,
87 5

39 5
53 7
12 5

69.4 30.6..

70.8
68.6
0.0

29.2
31 4
0.0

c 82



TABLE 51

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FULL-TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY HIRED FOR AY 1979-1980
ANO EXPECTED TO BE HIRED.FOR AY 1980-81.

BY TENURE STATUS ANO INStITUTIONAL CATEGORY:
PHILOSOPHY DEPARTMENTS

1979 -80 1980-81

TENURED TENURED

TOTAL OR IN NOT IN TOTAL OR IN NOT IN

CATEGORY N %, TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK N % TENURE TRACK TENURE TRACK

TOTAL. 456 100.0 50.0 50.0' 42- 100.0 55.2 44.8

PUBLIC 202 100 0 42.9 51.1 237 100.0 *6S.7 34.3

UNIVERSITIES 104 100.0 38.9 6J.1 141 100.0 60.5 39.5

FOUR -YEAR COLLEGES '69 100.0 45.0 55.0 64 100.0 . 60.0 40.0

TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 29 100.0 93.8 6.2 32 100.0 100.0 0.0 i

---.

PRIVATE 254 100.0 50.8 49.2 i86 100.0 41..9 58.1

UNIVERSITIES 75 100.0 40.6 59.4 59 100.0 44.4 , 55.6

FOUR -YEAR COLLEGES 178 100.0 55.1 44.9 127 100.0 40.7 59.3

TWO-YEAR COLLEGES 0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0 100.0 0.0 0.0

NOTE: ONLY DEPARTMENTS OF ENGLISH ANO AMERICAN LITERATURE. HISTORY. MODERN LANGUAGES.
AND PHILOSOPHY WERE INCLUDED IN THE SURVEY.
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APPENDIX A: Survey Instrument

AMERICAN COUNCIL ON EDUCATION
ONE DUPONT CIRCLE

WASHINGTON. 0 C 20036

wGmER EDUCATION PANEL

12021 $33-4737

Dear Colleague:

10.ay 16, 19SO

Attached is Higher Education Panel survey =51, "Selected Cnaracteristics of
Full-Time Humanities Faculty, Fall 1979." Sponsored by the National "Lndowment
for the,Humanities,-the survey seeks basic demographic information about full-
time faculty in certain humanities fields.

The data f,om this 2,..,-;ey will provide the Endowment with -ritical infor-
mation about a significant segment of the humanities labor force higher educa-
tion faculty. In addition to being able to enumerate and descr/ibe the humanities
faculty, the Endowment will acquire an improved indication of career patterns and
better knowledge of short-term labor demand. Further, the survey's findings will
aid in the improved allocation of resources from the Endoment's fellowship pro-
grams, as well as in the assessment of the status of women and minorities.

Unlike most Panel surveys, it 's expected that this information will have to-
be provided at the departmental,,raher than the institutional, level. Please_
make sure that a separate questionnaire is completed for each of the four humanities
disciplines specinT

Please understand that responses from y r institution will be held in strict
confidence. As with a..1 our surveys, the da ou provide will be reported in tim-

mary fashion only and will not be iden,ifiabk with your institution. This sur-
vey is authorized by the National Science Foundation Act of 1950, as amended. Al-
though you are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed to make the re-
sults comprehensive, reliable, and timely.

Please forward the completed questionnaire to your }[EP representative (the
person who provided you with the survey instrument) in time to be returned to us by
June 6, 1980. If you have any problems or questions, please do not hesitate to
FeTeiiHone us collect at CO2-333-4-5-.

Thank you for your cooperation and assistance.

Sincerely,

741-6-14..

Frank J. Ate ek
Panel- Director
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Survey Coverage

A questionnaire should be completed for each of the following humanities disciplines.

( 1 ) English and American literature (include comparative literature,

writing, or other programs within the English department)

History

Mbdern langpages (Romance, Germanic, and Slavic only)

PhilbSophy (exclude religion)

Where modern languages are divided among more than one department, ple.1.5e include all

language department that cover Rotance, Germanic and Slavic languages.

In such general categories as "humanities" or "social sciences," faculty should be

included only if more than half of their teaching assignments fall into one of the

four disciplines listed above.

Please forward the completed questionnaire to your HEP rep sentative in time to be
Sc

returned by June 6, 1980 to the Higher Education Panel, American Council on EdLcation.

If there are any questions or problems, please call the Panel staff collect at

202-833-4757.

I

*15

vo111.

4'
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OMB No. 099-R0765

AMERICAN COUNCIL ON EDUCATION Exp. 6/81

HIGHER EDUCATION PANEL SURVEY NO. 51

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF FULL -TIME HUMANITIES FACULTY, FALL 1979

Department (or Discipline)

I Please indicate below the number of full-tnne faculty in your department as of fall 1979, at.t.ording to their
-gender, minority status, and rank

Minorities include
Blacks, Hispanics,
Asian or Parific
Islanders, A,.:erican
Indians, or Alaskan
Natives.

MEN
Minority

Nonminonty

WOMEN
Minority

Nonminority

TOTAL

If your institution has no tenure
system, report all faculty under
column (6).

Tenured Faculty Nontenured Faculty
Total

FullTime Associate All In Tenure Not in Tenure
Faculty Professor Professor Other Track Track

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

3e sure to exclude from item I fat.ulty who may be visiting ;our institution but who have permanent appoint-
ments at another institution. These faculty should be counted in item 2 below.

2. How many new full-time faculty members were hired in your
'department for the current (1979-80) academic year?

How many new full-time faculty members do yoU anticipate hir-
ing for your department for the coming (1980-81) a,:ademic year?

86

Tenured or in
Tenure Track

Not in
Tenure Track

Nontenuretrack includes visiting and
temporary faculty on onc-year or multi-
year terminal contracts, as well as fac-
ulty supported entirely on soft money.
If your institution has no tenure syi.tem,
report al' new faculty here.

(over)
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3 Please indkate beluga the highest degree held in the humanities by the t taultt in your department
as of tall 1979.

a according tc their :tender and minoritt status

41EN

Vnority

NO111111110fit!,

WOMEN
Nlinoritt

Nomninonty

'TOTAL

b according to their rank

TENURED,'
Professor

Associate professor

All other tenured

\OT TENERED
(tenure -track and
non tenure4 rack I

*TOTAL

Master's in
the Humanities

Master's in
the Humanities

Earned.Doctorate
in the Humanities

Earned Doctorate
in the Humanities

For tins goner earned doctor
ate me ludo D D .1
Pit D . but does'not include
Ld D

1.xclude fault). holding a pp).
tesstonal degree or degree bebist
the Vaster's

*These t )tals sstll differ from the total reported in item I it not all ut sour to -ult hold athanced degrees in

the humanities

Thank ou`tor y our a ,sistane

Please, return this torm by Lute 6.1980 to

Higher Education Parsec s'

American Council on Education
One Dupont Circle. N W
Washington, D C 20036

r

Please keep a ...opt cat this sun et for }our .eLords

Person Loniple ling I orin

Name

Dept

Phone -

If you hate any questions or problems. please call the HEP staff ..olled at 1202) 833-4-5'

r 8i
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APPENDIX B: Technical Notes

Weighting

Data from the responding Panel institutions were statistically adjusted to

represent the national population of institutions that had full-time humanities

faculty. The stratification design for weighting follows:

1461i-B-1.: Stratification Design

Cell Category Population Respondents

01

02

04

05

Public universities
Private universities
Public black four-year colleges FTE > 3,000

.Public nonblack four-year colleges ICE > 8,750

,111

71

12

101

102

66

6

77

07 Private nonblack four-year colleges FTE > 8.750 11 7

08 Public two-year colleges FTE > 8,750 35 18

09 Public four-year colleges FTE 3,700-8,750 73 37

10
-1

Public four-year colleges FTE < 3,700
Private four-year colleges FTE 2,000 > 8,750

163

115

26

27

12 Private four-year colleges FTE 1,000-2,000 240 37

13 Private four-year colleges FTE < 1,000 443 20

14 Public two-year colleges FTE 5,100-8,750 62 31

15 Public two-year colleges FTE 3,260-5,100 104 35

16 Public two-year colleges FTE 1,600-3,260 368 30

17 Public two-year colleges FTE < 1,600 SO1

18 Frivate two-year colleges 237 12

It was assumed that the departmental structures of Panel institutions are similar

to the departmental structures of population institutions. For the first stage of the

weighting procedure, responding Panel institutions were adjusted for departmental non-

response; second,-the Panel was adjusted for institutional nonresponse; third, institu-

tional weights.were applied to bring the Panel up to the national population.

Comparison of Respondents and Nonrespondents

fable B-2 compares survey respondents and nonr spondents against several vari-

ables. Higher-than-average response rates were retorted for universities (94 percent)

and institutions with moderate undergraduate enrollments of between 6,000-10,000 stu-

dents (90 percent). No-year colleges, particularly in the private sector, had

lower-than-average response rates (71 peieent of private two-year colleges, 76 per-
/

cent of public two-year colleges). 88
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Table B-2: Comparison of Respondents and Nonrespondents

. Respondents
Characteristic ,(N=562)

Nonrespondents
(N=111)

Response
Rate

Total 100.0 100.0 83.5.

0Control
Public 69.9 73.0 82.9
Private 30.1 27.0 84.0

Type and control
Public universities 18.2 6.3 93.6
Private universities 11.7 3.6 94.3
Public four-year colleges 26.0 24.3 84.4
Private four-year colleges 16.2 18.9 81.2
Public two year colleges 25.8- 42.3 75.5
Private tw -year colleges 2.1 4.5 70.6*

Region
Northeast 24.1 32.5 78.8
Midwest 25.7 18.9 87.2
South 30.3 22.5 87.1
West 19.9 26.1 79.3,

Total undergraduate
enrollment 1976

2,000 21.5 28.8 79.1
2,000-5,999 20.8 35.1 81.6
6,000-9,999 23.8 13.5 89.9
10,000 or ir..)re 23.9 22.5 84.3

* Falls short of the overall response rate by more than 10 percent.

aw1111111,
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Reliability of Survey Estimates

Since the statistics presented in this report are bases on a sample, they

will differ somewhat from the figures which would have been obtained if a com-

plete census had been taken using the same survey instrument, instructions, and

procedures. As in any survey, the results are also subject to reporting and pro-

cessing errors and errors due to nonresponsp. Tc the extent possible, these types

of errors were kept to a minimum by methods built into the survey procedures.

The standard error is primarily a measure of sampling variability; that is,

the variations that might occur by chance because only a sample of the institutions

is surveyed. The chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estimate from the sample

hould differ from a,complete census by less than the standard error. The chances

are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be less than 1.65 times the standard

error; about 95 out of 100 that it would be less than 1.96 times the standard error;

and about 99 out of 100 that it would be less than 2.5 times as large. Thus, knowing

the standard error permits us to specify a range within which we can have a stated

confidence that a given estimate would hie if a complete census, rather than a sample

survey, had been conducted. As an example, please refer to the estimated mnb-e-i- of

full-time faculty in English departments in all institutions--28,076. The standard .

error of the estimate is 661 which, when multiplied by 1.65 yields 1,091, or the half-

length of the 90 percent confidence interval. Thus, chances are about 90 out of 100

that a complete census would show the number of full-time English faculty in all

institutions to be more than 26,986 and less than 29,167.

Tables B -3 -5 show 90 percent confidence intervals of selected survey estimates.

90



Table B-3: Ninety Percent Confidence Intervals ( +)

of Selected Survey Estimates, Fall'1979:
Total Institutions

Sex and
Minority Status

Total
Full-Time
Faculty

Tenured Faculty . Nontenured Faculty
, Associate

Professor Professor
All

Other
In Tenure
Track

Not in Tenure
Track

English
Men
Minority 105 32 28 ,46 52 41

Nonminority 792 320 285 ,382 283

Women
Minority 203 S1 45 97 93 84

Nonminority 510 133 174 214 249 326

Total 1,091 369 3SS 574 441 570

History.

-Men

'Minority 100 27 44 S2 28 38

Nonminority 448 229 232 175 260 123,

Women
Minority SS 36 39 8 18

Nonminority 256 112 8S 82 125

Total 517 756 259 219 299 1.2

Modern LanguaBes

Men
Minority 118 33 62 62 29 2

Nonminority 337 147 167 113 89 95

Women
Minority 90 22 SO 62 26 11

Nonminority 238 84 90 74 104 98

Total, 547 178 246

PhilosonEy

196 168 ,162

Men .
/

i

Minority , S8 21 9 13 26 45

Nonminority 299 149 132 83 126 188

Women
Minority 19 0 1 2 16 9

Nonminority 110 39 46 14 74 61

Total 328 176 149 88 148 202

91
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:Fable B-4: Ninety Percent Confidence Intervals ( +)

of Selected Survey Estimates, Fall 1979:
Public Institutions

Sex and
Minority Status

Total

Full-Time

Faculty

Tenured Faculty Nontenured Faculty
Associate

Professor Professor

FingliSli

All

Other

In 'Tenure

Track
Not in Tenure

..
Track

Mon
Minority 98 24 25 46 47 39

Nonminority 586 190 191 359 174 168

Women
Minority 168 35 36 N 80 69

Nonminority 341 95 104 190 172 202

Total 873 252 207 543 355 376

HistorL

Men
Minority 53 19 21 33 23 21

Nonminority 336 131 139 146 44 97

Women
-Minority 21 5 6 8 16 6

Nonminority 104 27 44 73 24 36

Total 387 145 157 191 256 116

Nodern Languages

Hen
Minority 102 23 45 6] 17 31

Nonminority 176 81 65 95 42 43

Women
Minority SS 14 32 37 15 7

Nonminority 115 35 42 46 SO 73

Total 306 108 114 166 79 97

.

Phi loso2hL

Men
Minority 35 14 7 & 26 14

Nonminority I-134 49 70 54 SO 59

Women .

Minority 15 0 0 2 12 9

Nonminority 30 8 18 13 14 17

Total 157 SS 74 60 63 71

92
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Table B-5: Ninety Percent Confidence Intervals ( +)
of Selected Survey E3timates, Fall 1979:

Private Institutions

Sex and
Minority Status

Total Tenured Faculty Nontenured Faculty
Full-Time ssociate TT- In Tenure Not in Tenure
Faculty Professor Professor Other Track Track

English

Men
Minority 38 21

Nonminority 533 258

Women

Minority 115 37

Nonminority 379 93

Total 654 269

Men
Minority 85 19

Nonminority 297 187

Women
Minority 51 35

Nonminority 234 109

Total 342. 211
,.

Men
Minority 59 24

Nonminority 286 121

Women J
Minority 71 17

Nonminority, 209 76

Total 453 142

-7
Men
Minority 47 16

Nonminority 267 141

Women
Minority 11 0

Nonminority 105 38

Total 288 167

13

212

27

139

-234

6

130

37

99

186

22

150

46

180

261

12

228

47

255

428

History.

38 16 32

185 95 89 75

36 1 6 0

73 36 123 56

206 107 155 98

.Lai ualles

43 14' 23 8

154 62 78 84

38 49 21 8

'80 58 91 65

218 103 149 13U

PhilosophY

,6 11 2 43

111 63 115 17S

1 0 11 0

42 6 73 58

130 64 134 189

93



Other Reports of the Higher Education Panel
American Council on Education

I 1.11Jc...is I H and Isinier J I Enrollment of Minority Graduate Students at Ph.D. (.ranting Institutions. flighu I dticantin Panel Rt. poi t
No 19. August. 1974

I knot. as I I I Collase and Lniversity Facilities. Expectations of Space and Maintenance Nerds for Fail 1974. I lighcr I &cation Pant! Report
No 20. Septembell. 1974

Isinici J I and E I Ishawav I h Compensation Practices for (.radiate Research tssistants. ,1Suney of Selected Doctoral Institutions. Flighci
iltication Panel Report. No 21. October, 1974

I I Ishawas, I H and I rums. 14 I Faculty Tenure and Contract Systems. 1972 and 1974. Higher Icluctr on Paral Report. No 22. Dt.cernhci
1974

El Ishawas I H and Isinier I I 1 Survey of Continuing Education Opportunities Available to Nonacademit Scientists. F.nginerrs and %lathe-
matkians. Higher Education Panel Report. No 21. Apri . 1975

1telsek. I rank J and ( ornhcrg hem I Bachelor's Ikltrees Awarded to Minority Students. 1973-74. Hight.' E &canon Panel Report, No 24.
Jamas, 1977

Atelsek. I rank J and (111inht I g 111.111. I Nonfederal F muting of Biomedical Research and Development. A Survey of Doctoral Institutions.
Education Panel Report. No 25. Juts. 1975

CicanN:rg. Irene I and 1telsck I rank J Major Field Enrollment of Junior-Near Students. 1973 and 1974 Higher !Amara, ri Panel Rtport, No
26. April. 1976

1telsek, I rank J and (.1oinhcig lit nt. I Student tssistance. Participants and Programs. 1974-75. Higher h ducation Panel Report. No 27, Julv
1975

Nicht. k. I lank J and ( ormhcrg, Ircnc I Health Research Facilities. 1 Survey of Doctorate-Granting Institutions. Highei E ducation Pahl Rt.
port, No 28. February. 1976

Nt, I sek. E rank J and ( ioniherg. I lc nt. 1 Faculty Research. Level of Activity and Choice of Area. Higher Education Panel Report, No 29. lima
al y. 1976

McIsek, E rank J and ( 'timber g. Ircnc I Young Doctorate Faculty in Selected Science and Engineering Departments. 1975 to 1980. hi.gher E du
cation Panel Report, No 10. August. 1976

Meisel,. E rank J and (,omhcrg. Irene I Energy Costs and Energy Conservation Programs in Colleges and Universities: 1972-73 and 1974-75..
Higher Education Panel Report. No 11. April. 1977

Atelsek. E rank J and Gomherg, Irene I Foreign Area Research Support %Linn Organized Research Centers at Selected I. nnersities. F1 1972
and 1976. Higher Education Panel Report. No 32. December. 1976

Atelsek, Frank J and Oomherg. Irene I College and University Services for Older Adults. Higher Education Panel Report. No 33.1 ebruary,
1977

An. Isek I rank J and (itnherg. Irene I Production of Doctorates in the Bioscrences. 1975-1980: An Experimental Forecast. Higher F &cation
Panel Report. No 14. Nos embei 1977

Gomherg. Irene I and 1telsek. E rank J Composition of College and University Governing Boards. Higher I.d4.inon Panel Report. No 15..
Aut.t..st 1977

Atelsek. E rank J and (Hallberg, Irene I Estimated Number of Student Aid Recipients. 1976.77. Higher FJu4..inon Panel Report. No 3i.
Sept: her, 1977

lornherg. Irene I and 1tclsek I rank J International Scientific Activities at Selected Irtstitutiors. 1975-76 and 1976-77. I i ight.r Education Panel
Report No 17.Janthirs. 1978

Ntelsek. E rank J and (,omberg, Irene I New Full-Time Faculty 19'7.1-77, Hiring Patterns by yield and Educational Attainment. Higher Educa
non Panel Report. No 38, Starch 1978

( berg. Irene I and Atelsek. I rank J Nontenure-Track Science Personnel. Opportungzs for Independent Research. Higher I ducthion Panel
Report. No 19, September 1978

11.Isek I rank J and Cromherg
port, No 40; August 1978

Atelsek. I rank .1 and ( iumberg.
1. Noveniber 1978

(Hallberg. Irene I and 1i.Lck
port. No 42. Mat 1979

Irene I Scientific and Technical Cooperation with Ikveloping Countries, 1977-78. Hight:. Education Panel Re

Irene I Special Programs for Female and Minority Graduate Students. higher I ducation Panel Report, No

I rank 1 The Institutional Share of I. ndergraduate Financial Assistance. 1976-77. higher I &cation Panci Rc

elsek. F rank J and (ioniberg. Irene I Noting Doctoral Faculty in Science and Engineering. Trends in (imposition and Research Activity.
Higher Education Panel Report. No 41. February 1979. ,reK

Atelsek. Frank J and (rombetOln:ne I Shared Use of Scientific Equipment at Colleges and Universities, Fall 1978. Higher Education Pane(
Report. No. 44. NoveMber'1"79

(,omberg. Irene I 'and Atelsek. I rank) Newly Qualified Elementary and Secondary School leachers, 1977-78 and 1978-79, Higher Education
Panel Report. No 46. February 198(1

Atelsek, Frank J and Gontherg. Irene I Refund Policies and Practices of Colleges and lniversitirs. It-gber Education Panel Report. No 46.
February 1980

(,omberg. Irene I and Atelsek. Frank J Expenditures for Scienfific Research Equipment at Ph.D.-Granting Institutions, Fl 1978. Nigher Eduta
non Panel Report No. 47, fvlartih 1980

Atelsek. F rank J and (,omberg. Irene I Tenure Practices at Four-Year Colleges and t.mtversittes. Higher I duration Panel Report Nt 48. Julv
1980.

(tomhert,. Irene I. and Atelsek. F rank J ".ends in Financial Indicators of Colleges and Universities, Higher I ducation Panel Report No 49.
Aprii, 1981

Atelsek, Frank J and (,omberg. Irene L An kmtlysis of Travel by Academic :scientists and Engineers to International Scientific Meetings in 197 '' -
80, Higher Education Panel Report No 50. February 1981.

Single copies of the abuse reports may be obhoned from the Higher Education Panel. American Council on Educat. in, One Dupont C rick.
Washington. D.C. 20036 I ',END

U1 L
.r.n.rnt,


